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ANNOUNCER: From CBS News, Washington -- live coverage
of the Watergate hearings conducted by the Senate Select Committee
on Presidential Campaign Activities.

To ensure live nationwide coverage of the hearings, the
three national networks are experimenting with a rotation systen
under which CBS has responsibility for today's broadcast. ABC
will broadcast the day's complete hearings HMonday.

Now here are CBS News correspondents Nelson Benton anc
George Herman.

GEORGE HERMAN: Good morning from Washington. VYou're
looking at the Senate committee hearing room on our screen. 5o
far the senators are not 1in.

The first witness today is supposed to be Richard HcGerran
Helms. He was the director of the CIA from 1966 to 1973. ie's
currently the ambassador to Iran. And that's one of the reasons
that he wanted to be on ratner rapidly: he's ~- he came to @ashington
with the Shah of Iran for his visit, but nhe's due back in Iran
to fulfill his duties there as amba- [Because of network technical
difficulty at this point only static was broadcast for a minute
or twol...

MELSON BEWTON: .deputy director of the CIA will follow
Helms. It's expected that Wr Helms ' testimony may not take al.
of today.

CBS News' coverage of the Watergate hearings live fron
Washington will continue in a moment.

* * *
BLHTOH:  Richard Helms has arrived in the Senate Caucws
Room now. The full committee has not yet arrived. And baniel

Schoryr has, though.
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ban?

DANIEL SCHOKR: Yes, Helson. I think we can outline
now the three areas of interest that this committee has in Richard
Helms. And they deal with developments in 1970, 1971, and 1972.

In 1970, as has been brought out bafore this committee,
there was that famous plan of Tom Charles Huston to set up that
plan for surveillance and intelligence, the plan that was stoutly
opposed by the then Director of the FBI, J. Edgar Hoover. But
according to Huston the only one who was cooperating was Mr. Helms
of the CIA. If that was true, he was alone in the intelligence
community, apparently., in being willing to go along with that plan.
If untrue, he'll have the chance to deny it today. But even though
that plan didn't go through, they did set up an intelligence evalua-
tion committee in which the CIA did cooperate. And Senator Ervin,
for one, and Senator leicker, for two, believe very strongly that
the CIA's cooperation in that committee in itself violated the
law which bars the CIA from engaging in any domestic intelligence
in any form.

Then there comes 1971, when it has been alleged, and
so far without verv great contradiction, that Mr. llelms was the
one who provided for cooperating on the so-called "psychological
profile” of Uaniel Ellsberg and may have been the one to authorize
helping Howard Hunt in getting the equipment he needed that was
used in the Ellsberg break-in. And he's going to be asked about
that.

‘nd then finally and climactically in 1972 the question
of to what extent the CIA was used in an attermplt to cover up the
whole ilatergate burglary, to what extent lTegitimately and to what
extent not. And thet's a very long and tangled story that has
been outlined before other committees and will be again broudght
fully here. The main issue was that it was clear that on June
22nd, Tess than a wee: after the break-in, Helms was called to
the White lHouse along with his deputy, tnat tinere were talks about
possible CIA involvemunt, vere they responsible for the people
or could they have beizn responsible for Hatergate itself. It eventually
emerged after several days that the CIA disowned and disclained
any responsibility, aiso disclaimed the idea that any other covert
operations of the CIA niight inadvertently be surfaced as a result
of an FBl inquiry. DBut there is an enormous tangls about that
week when tnere were contacts between Helms and the Mhite House
and between General Walters, his deputy, and General Cushman, his
deputy at the tine, a:l of wihich will play a very important part
in today's sessions.

BEATON:  ban. 1 suppose it's likely that the committee
will dindeed qgo into twz full chavoenological rarace with Helms, since
ne'd Tiks to aet hack to his post in lran, rather than dealing
just with the Hatervave as -- despite the committee's desirve to
gel away as soon a5 pussibie. '
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SCHORR: Yes, he -- I'm sure he would like to get away.
And I'm sure he would not 1ike to be here. This is a matter of
intense embarrassment to him.

And while I'm at it, let me mention one thing in which
he played apparently a part that will be greeted by the committee.
In 1970, when the White House was very anxious to show -- in 1971
the Communist -- that the White llouse was very anxious to show,
as it was brought out yesterday in testimony, that there mignt
be Communist money coming in in support of demonstrations and campus
violence, the CIA made a study and provided a study to the Wnite
House which said there was really no proof of any sucn thing and
that it was a terribly wild idea. That report by Helms and the
CIA was not greeted very enthusiastically by those in the White
House who wanted some establishment -- to establish some connection
between Communists, Cuba, Algeria and what was going on in this
country. And it has long been said that it was his failure to
respond to what the Wnite House wanted that resulted in his being
cased out as Director of the CIA and sent off to Iran.

HERMAN: One of the problems, I suspect, both iHelson
and Dan, that the Senate is going to face this morning is that
some of the testimony that Hr. Helms gave, which directly contradicts
some of Mr. Huston's memos and some of the other statements, was
given in executive session. It is in effect secret testimony,
although actually, if the truth be known, it is known to everybody
on the Hill, it has been -- it has been printed in newspapers,
it has been said on the air; but it is, in theory at least, secret
testimony. For example, Senator Clifford Case asked HMr. Helms
last February, I think it was, February 7th, about this whole matter,
and Helms told Senator Case that he doesn't recall whether the
CIA was ever asked to be involved in looking into domestic subversion

and the -- the peace movement and so forth. "But," he says, Ve
were not involved, because it secmed to me it would violate our
charter." Well, now, all of that was given in secret testinony.
Also, shortly after that ¥r. Helws left and went back -- after --

at least after the Huston memos came out, My, Helms left to go
back to Iran, and this is the first time the senators have had

a look at him. So they're going to nave to balance tneir curiosity
.against what is at least theoretically secret testimony.

And we'll have to hold off our curiosity for a few moments.
CBS HNews coverage of the wWatergate hearing live from Washington
will resume in a few moments.

* * o

HERMAN: Senator Lrvin is on his way in, as you can sce.
I'11 just remind you that the Wwitness is Richard Helwms, former
Divrector of the CIA, now the ambassador to Iran, and that he is
supposedly -- originally was cchoduled to be on the witness stand
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for approximately half a day, like the other CIA men involved here,
Nelson, but so far the record of having any witness on for only
half a day has not been too good.

Senator Ervin has taken his place.

BENTON: Senator Ervin and vice chairman Baker arrived
after. I wonder if they had any -- well, we're find out: there's
the gavel.

SENATOR SAM ERVIN: The committee will come to order.

I am constrained to make some remarks concerning a member of this
committee, Senator Danny Inouye of Hawaii. Senator Inouye is a --
an American, native-born American, of Japanese ancestry. I don't
know a finer American. He showed his devotion to our country by
fighting under its flag not only for the Tliberty of our country
but for the Tiberty of the free world in the Second World Har.

He suffered severe wounds which necessitated the amputation of
his right arm., He was decorated with the Distinguished Service
Cross for extraordinary heroism in action with an armed enemy of
tne United States. And I -- and he's proved himself in the Sen- =--
in latter days as one of the most dedicated Americans this country
nas ever known. And I feel that events of yesterday make it appropriate
for me to make these remarks concerning a member of this commitiee
who's proved hisself one of the most gallant of all Americans in

— this history of this FRepublic.

SEMATOR HOWARD GFEKER: Mr. Chairman.
SENATOR ERVIi{i: Sfenator Baker.

SENATIR EAKER: TIr. Chairman, may I say that I've known
banny lnouye since I've been in the Senate. And there's no man
I think is more loyal and cedicated to his country. I don't know
of anycne on this committee who's made a areater contribution to
its efforts than Senator Jrcuye. I nave a great affection for
him, as well as & great adniration for him. HWe are in a tension-
Tilled atmosphere, and it's unfortunate that things of this sort
occur. I think a nark of Senator Inouye's greatness is that I
el sure it will not affect his further consideration of the matters
that are brought to our attention. I am sorry that the events
of the lost several days heve occurred. I hope and think that ,
it wiil not affect the objectivity and the efficiency and the effectiveness
of this committ2e. And I commend you, Mr. Chairman, for Lringing
that netter to the attenticn of the official record. And I believe
now 1t's behind us and we can get on with the business at hand.

Thank you, sir. v i
HERMAA: Thevy're talking about a reference to a remark §

by dJohr kilson vestercay, the lawyer, to Senator Inouye as "“the
Tittle Jap.”
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SAMUEL DASH: Former Director Helms.

SENATOR ERVIN: Will you stand up and raise your right
hand? Do you swear that the evidence that you shall give to the
Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities shall
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so heip
you God?

RICHARD HELMS: I do.

SENATOR ERVIH: You might state your full name and present
address for the purposes of the record.

HELMS: My name is Richard Helms. And I'm presently
Ambassador to Iran, resident in Teheran.

SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Chairman, could we stand just for
a moment?

SENATOR ERVII: Yes.
SENATOR BAKER: Let's move these mikes.

HERMAN: I must say, Nelson Benton, that Ambassador Halms
does not look like 60 years old.

BENTON: He certainly doesn't. He's led a rather rigorous
life, I suppose, in the kind of operation he's been in.

e don't know what this is all about. And the mikes
were turned around so that -- that Chairman Lkrvin and Vice Chairman
Baker could make their decisions with some privacy.

HERMAN: Let me just amplify while we have this moment
a little bit on my remarks. They were talking a few wmoments ago
about Senator Inouye, and you may have noticed that ne was absent
at the time. The reference was to a remark by Tawyer Joan J. Wilson
yesterday, the lawyer to both !ir. Haldeman and Hr. EarTichuan,
that he was not worried so much by the questions asked by Senator
Weicker, he was only worried about "the little Jap," and by tnat
he meant the questions asked by Senator Inouve. And he was questioned

about -- Wilson was questioned about that remark later and he said,
“Well, I wouldn't mind being called 'the Tittle American.' 1 con't
see why he should mind being called 'the little Jap.'”™ And there

were some questions asked as to whether he didn't tnink that he
made perhaps a racial slur, and he rather vigorously denied thet.
Well, tihat's what they were talking about waen they gave the praisce
of Senator Inouyc as an American of Janancse ancestiry.

LaSi:  [Words unintellicible as terman finishes nis verarks |

.. .Ambassador Helms. and, .ir. Chairman, the -- hmbgssador et s
will be questioned initially by wir. Lavid worson [?], assistiant
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chief counsel.
SEHATOR BAKER: Was he sworn? Okay.

DAVID DORSOiN: Ambassador Helms, how long have you held
your present position?

HELNS: I've been in Teheran sirnce the middlie of March
of this year.

DORSON: And prior to that were you the Director of tne
Central Intelligence Acvency?

HELM:  Yes, 1 was the Director of Central Intelligence,
was my title.

DORSON: How long were you Director?

HELMS: Approximately six and a half years. 1 believe
the -- 1 was sworn in on June the 30tn, 1966; and I Teft office
vihen r. Schlesinger became virector on the 2nd of February, 1973.

NORSOI: How long did you -- how Tong have you been --
or were you with the Coentrel Intelligence Agency?

HELKS: From tne day its doors opened in 1947.

DORSON: Did you learn, Ambassador Helms, in July of
1971 thet E. Howard Hunt had been made a consultant to the White
louse?

HELIIS: T was informed of this.
LORSON: And do you recall how vou vwere informed?

HELHS: Hot ¢pecifically any longev. I just -- I remember
being told fthat he had gone for the lhite llouse. DBut precisely
under what circumstances I was told and on what specific date 1
do not recall.

DORSONKR: Did vou have a conversation with General Cushman
concerning Howard lunt in the summer of 19717

HELHIS:  Yes. I recell thet Gencral Cushman informed
e that he had authoerized civing to Heward Hunt a tape recorder
and a camera. And I asked for what purpose. find he said he wented
fo conduct a one-time intervicw and that ne'd bLeen properiy authenti-
cated by the White House and that they -- that he was worling at
thheir behest,

BURSGH: How long have you known lHoward Hunt?
HELHS:  dell., I've known hiwm over the years wnen ne worked
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for the agency.

DORSON: And do you recall approximately how long he
worked for the agency?

HELMS: He must have worked for almost, oh, somewhere
over 15 years anyway.

DORSON: And what was General Cushman's position at that
time?

HELMS: In July of '717?
DORSOH: That's correct.
HELMS: He was the Deputy Director of Central Intellicgence.

DORSON: To your knowledge, was the tape recorder and
the camera given to Mr. Hunt?

HELMS: I was informed that it was, and my preoccupation
at the time was to find out whether this was -- these were normal
pieces of equipment, and by normal I mean simply available in any
store in downtown Washington that carried this kind of equipmenti,
or whether there was something tricky about them, and I was assured
they were perfectly routine and straightforward pieces of equipnent.
I might say parcnthetically that within the last couple of days.
in talking with some of the gentlemen of Special Prosecutor Cox's
office, there was some memorandum there about a clandestine camera
having been given to Howard Hunt. I frankly, sir, don't know what
a clandestine camera is. A camera takes pictures or it doesn't.
That's all it does.

DORSOWN: Well, could you describe the camera a little
bit more, Ambassador? :

HELHMS : I've never seen it.

DORSOM: Do you know whether it was a camera that was
concealed in some way?

HELMS: I've been told it was put in a tobacco pouch --
carried in a tobacco pouch.

DORSON: HWerc you advised of any further requests by
Mr. Hunt for assistance?

HELHMS:  Subsequent to this conversation of which I have
just been speakina, I Tearned, I believe in a memorandum, tiat
Mr. Hunt had asked Lo have tne socretarv who was statiorned with
the CIA in Paris brougnt back froew Paris and assigned to nir in
the Unite House. He also wanted this to be done secretliy. and
he didn't want anybody to know about it. That, to me, was unaccept-
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able. I saw no reason for this.
was being used.

White House, so I got ahold of General
I thought this was totally unacceptable
it. I don't recall wnether it was then

at some point, the various additional v
of the agency seemed to me totally unac::
1im that we just weren't

Cushman to call ilr. Ehrlichman and tell
going to do this anymore.
DORSON: Ambassador Helnms,

HELHMS:
conmittees.

This seems to be

DORSOHN:
with General Cushman that you indicated
that John Ehrlichman should be called.
nman was to be called?

HELNS:
get these pieces of equipment.

DORSOH :
you learn of the burglary of Ur. Louis
is, UDr. Uaniel

HELMS: I forget which weeker
it was the second week:nd of May this
and I picked up on Sunday an englisi-i:
on the froni page of i: that there had
of a psvchiatrist in California anc tn=
done, it said in

cquipment. That was tne first time I

a burglary or the fact that Ur. Ellsbers

- DURSOH: Do vou know, of your
any equipment was used in the burclary
the CLA?

HEL#IS:  1've been assurcd by
this assurance was given me when 1 was o
Lefore four other concressional coraite.

that was given to iiunt was not uscd in
office.
He was

stared out at Lr. t£ilsberg's --

It was being asked to [=
from Paris and assigned to a man doing un
“shman and told him that
cind I wouldn't stand for
v a few days later, but
-uests

I ' i
trouble hearing you to the rear of the .
bring the microphone a little bit closer

the ¢
I don't know whether I dorn'’
or what, but maybe I'm not speaking inu

Now. you've indicater
o Mre --
hy was it that John Ehrlich-

Because it was my dis*
was the one who had arranged with Genevrs

Ambassador Helms, wh =

Lllsberyg's psycniatrist’:

i

the newspaper story, i
Loooever

. ck here

.z burglary of [r.

and actually iir. Hunt was physicoily not at the office.

1t seced to me that the agency

ve somebody brought back
identified chores at the

which Hunt was making
ntable, and I asked General

advised there is some
om. Perhaps if you could
to you.

tory of my 1ife in Senate

raise my voice high enough
the micropnhone.

that in your conversation
General Cushman --

nct impression that he
Cushman to have Hunt

for the first time did
elding's office, that
office?

I think
in Shiraz

in fay it was.
v, 1973, 1 was

suage newspaper and saw
Loen a burglary of an office

tne burglary had been

.h the assistance of CIA

heard of Ur.
had a psychiatrist.

Fielding,

svun knowledge, whether
at was

the proporiy of

mbers of the acency, and

in ilay testifying
5, thnat the equipnent

Fllsharg!

S

tr. Fielding's residence,
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and that since he wasn't given any burglary equipment by the agency,
I've always wondered how it was that he used that equipment in

the break-in. So, this is one of the things that seems to have

been perpetuated as one of the myths around here, that he somehow
got burglary equipment from the agency which helped him break into
places, and I'm not aware of any burglary equipment he ever got

from the agency.

DORSON: Ambassador Helms, during the summer of 1971,
did you learn of a request by a member of the White House staff
- for the Central Intelligence Agency to do a psychological or psychi-
atric profile of Dr. Ellsberg?

HELMS: Yes, I was familiar with this request. Some
time before this, lir. David Young, who was one of the assistants
at the White House, had originally been on Ur. Kissinger's staff,
informed me that he was being transferred to Mr. Ehrlichman's staff.
In other words, he was going to work for ilr. Ehrlichman and that
ne'd been given some duties in connection with general security
procedures in the government classification of documents, investiga-
tion of leaks, and a clutch of other such matters. Subsequent
to that, he called me and said that ne wanted to get into these
things. He wanted to find out how the agency and the intelligence
community handled the classification of documents and other security
procedures. [ said I thought under the circumstances the best
thing for me to do would be to put in touch with the agency's director
of security, a gentleman named Harold Osborne, who would then bs
able to talk witn him and be as responsive to nis requests as tne
agency could be. It was apparently to Hr. Osborne that ir. Young
originally mwade the request for a profile on Dr. Ellsberg. Hr.
Osborne then brought this rcquest to me.

UORSOH: Excuse me, Ambassadoy, could you briefly summarize
at the present time what this profile is?

HELNMS: There had been -- well, I quess -- I'm sort of
searching for a word here, but, in any event, over a period of
some years, the agency nad developed a technique for putting together
a lot of information about a foreigqner, maybe a foreign statesman
or a foreign dignitary, and then attempting to analyze wnat sor?
of a human being he was. These things were called variously.
1 think psychological profile is as good a title as any -- psycho-
lTogical study. The idea was to give insights into what motivated
some of these individuals, why they did things tie way they dic,
and so forth. David Younyg knew that the agency wrote papers such
as this because he'd seen thew wnen he was on or. Kissinger's staff.
So he then said tnat he wanted tnc agency to do this, and I renmonsirated
with him. I said we know nothing about Dr. L1lsberag. I've never
laid eyes on nim in my life. Ve have no records on him. e know
nothing about him, arnd I think this is an imposition to ask us
to do this. e plead with ne. He said that this was very importent,

!

that the White House was very mucih interested in getting this nuterial
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sorted out, that Mr. Enrlichman reaarded it as of highest priority,
so did Ur. Kissinger, that we should help, that we were the only
ones they knew in town who did things of this kind and has practice
of doing them, and that please would we do so.

I want to say here that the agency has a charge under
the statute -- the National Security Act of 1947 which makes the
director responsible for protection of intelligence sources and
methods from unauthorized disclosure. That's written into the
law, and this is a charge taat's been on the director since 1947,
and it's been a very difficult cnarge because finding out how leaks
occur and how the enemy gets privileged information and things
of that kind is very difficult to do without having an investigative
staff, and the agency never has had an investigative staff for
these purposes, and therefore this business about leaks and investi-
gations thereof has been a very difficult, if not impossible, charge
to carry out. And when I was testifying before the Senate Foreign
lelations Committee back in May, in response tc a question from
Senator Hubert Humpnrey, I suggested that this language in the
Taw either be taken out or amended in such a way that it was a
fair charge on the director other than what I thought was an unfair
charge, but it was that charge which gave him the leverage to rather
oblige me to go along with an effort to make this profile.

DORSON: Did the staff of the Central Intelligcence Agency
thereafter prepare sucn a profile?

HiLi1S: Yes, they did.

DORSOH: And was it ferwarded to Hr. Young?

HELMS: 1 understand thet it was forwarded to lir. Young,
ihat it was found to be unsatisfactory. that HMHr. Young remonstrated
with the people wno nad written it about the fact that it was un-
satisfactorv. I believe it was -- I've learned since that it was
pointed out to him that more material was going to have to be provided,
ptherwise they couldn't do any better than they had done already.
iir. Youncg seid all right, and we'll try to get you some nore material,
which 1 believe he did. so that a second profi e was written.

+
i
Ta
1

LORSON:  And was the second profile delivered to fr.
Young also?

[FLS: 1 believe so. In other words, tnis is the sccond
version., I think probably that's better Lnglish.
Gl Did vou have a conversation with My, Young in
¢ to him?

RISRN

c
' ~
connection witlh the deiiverv of the second profile

HILNS: Yes. As oa matter of fact, I did call him and
I told him that psvenc.ogists and psychiairists who were wortine
on this verc very disturbed about the whoie ex2rcise. ooy dion't
fenl that ine nmaterial they'd Leen given was adecuate, that they

&
vere being put in an enfair position, that they didn't want tneir
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professional reputations put on the line as a result of this kind
of an exercise, and that if he was insisting on having this, then
I wanted his understanding and his undertaking that he would not
jdentify it with the agency and put these fellows in jeopardy.

Qr put these fellows professional reputation in jeopardy, which
is a...

DORSON: During the period that the two profiles were
prepared, which I believe was -- took us into early ilovemwber of
1971, what was your understanding as to the identity of the persons
over at the White House who were involved in requesting the profile
and providing information to the agency for the profile?

HELMS: I never heard of anybody being connected with
this exercise except Iir. bDavid Young. And when I returned here
in May of this year, 1973, I was informed at the agency tnat during
this period that this psychologist had been consulting with David
Young at the White House, that Howard Hunt had been present, on
one occasion anyway, and that he had specifically asked him not
to inform me that he had been present. They certainly did not
inform me, so I was totally unaware of his identification with
this exercise in any form whatever.

DORSON: And the first time you heard about his participation
was in lay of 19737

HELMS: That is correct.

DORSOH: To the best of your knowledge, Ambassador Heims,
was any of the material that was used in the preparation of the
psychological profile derived from the office of the psychiatrist
of Dr. Daniel Ellsberg or from any other illegal or improper source?

HELMS: I have never heard that alleged.

DORSON: Ambassador Helwms, 1 would like now to direct
your attention to June of 1Y72, and ask you waen for the first
time did you hear of the break-in of the Uewmocratic ilational Coumittee
lleadquarters at the Watergate?

HELKMS: It's my impression that I heard about it -- 1
read about it in the newspapers or heard it on the radio. But
this is not any Tlapsc of merory, this is just one of those thinfs
that this far back it's hard to know just exactly who might have
told me or how I might have heard it. Certainly i+ yas big news

Py

from the moment it happened.

DORSON: And during the days immediately following the
break-in, were there conversations at the ClIa concerning the break-
in?

HEL#S: In the first place, cometime on that weekend.
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I received a telephone call from Mr. Howard Osborne, the director
of security, to inform me that -- of the names of the individuals
who had participated.in the break-in and also to say that ir. Hunt,
in some fashion, was connected with it. Mr. Osborne's call to

me was a perfectly routine matter. There was a charge on him as
director of security to inform me whenever anybody in the agency
got in any kind of trouble, whether they're present employees or
past employees, in other words, right now, so that I didn't have

to catch up with these events like suicides and house break-ins

and rapes and the various things that happen to the employees of
any organization in a city like Washington, so this was a perfectly
routine thing. And when he heard about these ax-CIA people who

had been involved in this burglary, he called me up and notified

me about it. On Monday, when I came to the office, there'd been

no mention in the papers of iir. iunt, so I got ahold of iir. Osborne
and said, “liow come you told me that lr. fiunt was involved with
this?" /And he said, “iell, there were some papers found in the
notel room, or one of the hotel rooms, with Hunt's name on it,

and 1t looks as though he were sonewhere in the area when the break-
in took place." So I said, “Al1l rignt."

find from then on, obviouslv, there were various conversations
in the agency. We went to work on various requests from the FBI
for information about the people and their background and so forth

who had formerly beenggmp19y3d by the agency.
DORSON: Am I correct that James McCord also was a former
employee of the agency?

HELMS: He was.

DORSON: And when did Mr. McCord and Mr. Hunt leave the
employ of the agency?

HELMS: They left it at different times in 870. They
both retired, as I recall it.

DORSOH: Mow, directing your attention to June 22nd,
1972, which was the day before your meeting with Mr. thrlichman,
Mr. Haldeman and General Walters at the White House, did you have
a conversation with Patrick Gray on that afternoon, namely, the
afternoon of June 22nd? 4

HELMS: I believe that the committee is in possession
of a memorandum which says that -- a merorandum or a neote from
Mr. Gray that says I had this conversation. I have no reasocn to
question that at all. I was talking back and forth with jir. Gray
at various times in connection with this Yatergate break-in, so
I have no reason to doubt that there was one on tne 2Z2nd of Jdune.

DORSON:  In these conversations, did you discuss the
possibility of CIA involvement in the break-in?
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HELMS: I assured Mr. Gray that the CIA nad no involvement
in the break-in, no involvement whatever, and it was my preoccupation,
consistently from then to this time, to make this point and to
be sure that everybody understands it. It doesn't seem to get
across very well for some reason, but the agency had nothing to
do with the Watergate break-in. I hope all the newspapermen in
the room hear me clearly now.

. DORSON: Ambassador Helms, I'd like to move, then, to
June 23rd, 1972, and ask you if you recall attending the meeting
with Mr. Ehrlichman, Hr. HHaldeman and General Walters?

HELMS: I do recall attending that meeting.
DORSON: Where was that meeting held?

HELMS: That meeting was held in Mr. Ehrlichman's office
on the second floor of the Fast -- Hest Wing of the White House.

DORSUN: Do you recall the time of that meeting?

HELMS: The meeting had been originally scheduled for
12 o'clock. It was changed to 1 o'clock, and it took place shortly
after 1 o'clock.

DORSON: Could you please describe to us, in substance,
what happened at that meeting?

HELMS: General Walters and I arrived first and waitec
for a few minutes. Then Hr. llaldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman came irto
the room. As best I can recall what was said, and lir. Haldeman
did most of the talking, so -- and whatever ir. Enrlichman contribu-
ted in the course of this was either to nod his head or to smile
or to agree with what [ir. laldeman said. I Just simply want to
introduce it this way because then it's a little bit egasier for
me to describe. HMr. Haldeman said there was a laot of flak about
the Natergate burglary. that the opposition was capitalizing on
it, but that it was going to -- it was apparently causing sone
sort of unidentificd troubTe, and he wanted to know winether the
agency had anything to do with it. 1 assured him that the agencvy
nad nothing to do with i1. lia then said that the five wen who
had been found in the benocratic wational Committee Headauarters
nad been arrested, and that that secwmed to be adequate, under th-
circumstances, that tne [Bl was dnvestigating what this was all
about, and that they, unidentified, were concerned about sone FB!

investigations in ilexico. e also at that tine made sonre, what
to me was an inconerent reference fo an investigation in Hexico --
an FBI investigation -- running into the Day of Pigs. I don't

know wiat the reference was alleged to be, but, in any aevent, 1
assured nim that I had ne interest in the Bay of Pigs that many

years later, that cverytiing in connection with that had been dealt
with or liquidated, as far as I was awarc, and I didn't care tihev

ran into in connecction with taat. At sowe juncture in this convs rsa-
tion, Mr. Haldeman then said someining to the effect that it has

Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6



Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6

14

b een decided that General Walters will go and talk to Acting Director
Gray of the FBI and indicate to him that these operations -- that

these 1
Mexico

nvestigations of the FBI might run into CIA operations in
and that it was desirable that this not happen and that

the investigation therefore should be either tapered off or reduced
or something, but there was no language saying stop, aS far as

I recal
to me.
Mr. Hal
somethi

1. At this point, the references to Mexico were quite unclear
I had to recognize that if the White House -- the President,
deman, somebody in high authority -- had information about

ng in Mexico, which I did not have information about, which

~ §s quite possible. The Uhite liouse constantly has information
which others cor't have -- that it woud be a prudent thirg for
me to find out if there wes any possibility that some (1A cperation

was bei

ng -- was going to te affected. And therefore 1 wirted

the necessary time to do thic. I say this in explanation ¢f the
fact that since I consistently pointed out thet no CIA oncrations
had been violated by any “nvestigation up to then, that we had
nothing to do with the Watec qate burglary, the fact of tic natter
was that if an ~nvestigat o continuad to go on, it micht run into

somethi
nas to

ng we were doing in L oxico. I mzan, thde possitiliny always
exist. ilobody &know: cverythiang about averythine., Lo, at

this point, I think 1t was speated a second Tine that Ge.cral

Walters
It was

was to jo and see \:2ing Director Grav witi th' s charge.
then iadicated tha: i:zting Director Gray would aro ably

be expecting 3 call, taat 1 was looking for some kind of -juidance

in this

matter, and that ti1.5 snoutd take place as sco d. sossible.

I believe Mr. Eariichman 1t that point made nis sole cont~idution

to the

conversation, wiaicy1 1as that he should gat down ant see

—— _ _@ray Jjust as fast as he could. We left tais nezting, len:ral Walters

arnd I,
Walters
Acting
him the

agency
jmnedi.

Ov apeys

vhe the

had no .

Gapora

the agn

having
to 1is

mata v

crd vent downstairs to the automobile, and T srche to General

¢1c1.g the following lines. I sai¢., "When you (o tc see
lircctaor Gray, [ think you should ccnfine yomeelif to renincing
- tt¢ agency and the FBI have a delimitation ¢ creement.”

¢ bheen an understanding for nany years et 17 the
wne into any FBI'agents or operations, the Fio sha 1 be
1y notified; and if the FBI runs “ntc any a+hoy acents

vica, it snall be iumediately notTied. I waen'il sure

;¢ ing birector Gray was familiar with this bhicaus2 he
te -1 Acting UDirector of the FBI foar very lony I vanted
alters to understand about this bH:cause he'l bhean ith
a:y [ think only about cix weeks at that time wn1d h:'d been

y+i :fings, and I wasn't sure whetn:r this had :v2v CZome
s tantion. In other words, I was asking nim £o wmakz: a tegi ci-
yie.t of the Acting Girector of ths FGI that i7 -aey ran

into aiy CidA operations in Hexico or anyplace else, ti2y were o

notify

his co-

winether
nim.

4, immediately, ana I felt General dalters shouald restrict
virsation with Acting virector Gray to that point. Presciszly
e did or not. well, you'll have an opportunity to ask

L ORSON: And to your knowledge , did Geners]l talters neve
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a meeting with Patrick Gray?

HELMS: Yes. He had one very shortly after this meeting
in the White House because he reported to me Tater in the day about
his meeting with Gray, that he'd been to see him, that the general
purport of what they had discussed, and then for the first time
I Tearnd that Acting Director Gray had told General Halters at
this meeting about some money having been sent to Mexico. I was
unaware of any money having been sent there at the time, and even
that explanation didn't say what the money was for. But also floating
around in this at the time was the name of a MHexican lawyer that
we'd been asked to check out by the FBI to find out if this man
was in any way connected with the CIA. His name was Ogaria (?),
I believe. And we had been running tracers, which is a word of
ours of going through the records to find out, and checking with
our people in Mexico to see if they knew him, and so forth. And
that was some days subsequent that we got the information back
that he was indeed a lawyer in Mexico, but we'd never had any connection
with him, and I so notified the FBI.

DORSON: How, on Monday, June 26th, did General Walters
receive a telephone call from John Dean?

HELMS: General Walters told me that he'd been called
by a man he did not know in the White House named John Dean. and
that Dean had asked to see him. And when Walters said, “What do
you want to see me about?" And so forth. I believe Dean referred
to the matters on which we had talked with Haldeman and Enrlichnran
on the previous Friday. In any event, Dean said to General Walters,
"If you want to verify my bona-fides and who I am and my authority
to talk with you, please call John Ehrlichman.” So by the time
Walters talked to me and said that he had talked to Dean. had verified
by telephone conversation with Ehrlichman that it was all rignt
to talk to Dean, and that he was going down to see him.

GORSOH:  How, when General Walters came back from seeing
Dean, did he talk to you about the meeting?

HELMS: He reported the meeting to me and told me that
Dean had raised with him this question of the Watergate burglary,
that there were a lot of problems in connection with it, problens
unidentified. Was there any way in which the agency could nelp.
and so on. It was quite clear that sone kind of feelers were beina
put out to see, A, if there was any aaency involvement, or, 5,
whether the agency was prepared to assist in some way which was
not at all identi®icd. It was at this meeting with General Waliers,
when he was rerurting this to me. that I told him that I wanted
him to he ebsolutely certain he perniticd notining to happen usiia
the aguney's nane, facilities, or anytihing else in connection vith
this business. I said I didn't care whetiner he wanted to be a
scapegoat. I didn't care whcother he was prepared to quit on th:
issue. I didn't carc anything about that. 1 siuply wantod hin
to do absolutely notning 'cause I told nim point-blank that cven
thougn he was a military officer and even though he was a presicvential
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appointee, that if he did something wrong that would besmirch the
hame of the agency, not matter whether he took the blame or not,

I was simply not going to have it. And I wanted him to be perfectly
clear on this in any conversation he had with Mr. Dean or with
anybody else. And as he reported to me on the subsequent two conver-
sations with Mr. Dean, I not only reaffirmed this, but I said,

"ilow, you hang in there. You're doing fine, but don't you yield

an incn."

DORSON: VYou've alluded to the two meetings that General
Walters had with John Uean on the 27th and 28th. Did General Halters

"~ nhotify you before each meeting and brief you as to what occurred

after each meeting?

HELKS: General Walters was very gooc ebout this. As
best I recall it, he told me each time that he was going down there,
and when the neeting was over, he came back and reported what had
taken place at it.

DORSON: Could you briefly surmzrize for us, Ambassacor,
what General kalters told you with respect to the meeting of tie
27th and the neeting of the 28th?

HELMS: It is my recollectinn tiet il was at tae meeiing
of the 27th, vhich was Tuesday, I believe, tha®t =he issue fi=s-
came up of whether or not the CIA, out of " ts covert funds was
prepared to provide bail money for tn: defoerndants in the Wateruate
hurglary. .ot only did this issuc coae up, bu: [ also believe
that the additional point was made -- woul.d it be possible for
the CIA to pay the salaries of these inlividuas while they sz2-ved
their jail sertences?

e — e e~ General Walters -- and 1 have told you about the consersa-

tion I had vith Genera Walters the dey befcre ebout how he was
to guide hinself in th s matter -- pointec cut to Hr. Dean that
the agency couldn't pessibly do arything "ike that, that he had
no authority to do it on nis own, that hic cuthorities derived
from me, arc ihat he knew what ny posicict vas. /And, in addition,

he said thet he couvtdn't conceivatle iracine that a thing like

that would verain secret forever. And, tist but not least, under
the groundrules which we operale -- th. ccency operated with the
Congress oif the United States. any escon coral expenditure of this
kind would iave to be identifi:zd to 11 ¢+ arrman of the Senate

Appropriaticns Comwitzie and the Chairmar o the louse Appropriations
Committee.

ORGSO During the. ..
[UL15:  This obviously cooted . Dean's ardor. e
DORSDd: And it was so ceporlet tooyou?

HELdS: Yes.
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DORSON: During the week of the 26th, did you receive
a telephone call from Patrick Gray with respect to setting up a
meeting between representatives of the two agencies?

HELMS: VYes, I do recall a conversation to set up a meeting
because I was anxious to have one with him. There were a lot of
traces we were running, there were the involvements with these
former CIA people that we'd been passing to the FBI, there were
starting to be a lTot of leaks out of the FBI, for the first time
that I could remenber, on matters of this kind, leaks of ongoing
operational material, and I wanted to get together with him and
some of his people to see if we couldn't get some of these thinas,
not straightened out so much, as get walking along in harmony.

So we agreed to have the meeting the next day. The next mornini,
which I believe was the 28th , if I -~ I may be mistaken. It's

all in the record, I'm sure -- he called back and said that he

was so busy that he couldn't make the meeting, it wasn't possibie

for him to hold it, and he would probably have to put it off until

the following week. I told him I was sorry about that because

I was planning to leave the end of the week in which we were speaking,
to go to Austrlia, and that I wasn't going to be there the following
week, and if he had a meeting it was going to have to be with Ganeral
Walters.

DORSOH: iHow, I asked you about the second two meetings
on the 27th and 28th between General Walters and Hr. Dean. Did
the summary that you gave us apply to tne two meetings together,
or was that solely with respect to the meeting of the 27ta?

HELIS: I am not able any longer, lir. Counsel, to sort
out precisely what -- out of my own memory -- what occurred at
cach of these meetings. I have two very clear recollections.
One was that it was at the second meeting that the question of
the bail money ceme up, because I don't recall that at all in connection
with my longer conversation with General Walters after the first
meeting.

As far as the third meeting was concerned, wny distinct
impression of that was that this was just more feelers and that
it was relatively short because lir. Dean was getting nowhere witi
General Walters.

DORSON: Just one or two questions more, lir. Ambassacor.
You were familiar, were you not, with the fact that General Halters
was preparing memoranda of these meetings?

HELHS: VYes, because after the issue cawe up of possivie
bail or paying the salaries of the fellows who had borken in, {his
struck me tnat we were notting into an area here which was venr
questionable indeed, and that therefore, these various mectings
ought to be a mattur of record in case this ecver camc up at an)
future time. So it was a that point that in our conversation,
as 1 vecall i+, Gencral Walters -- either General lalters or |
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or both of us agrced that this ought to be -- these things ought
to be reduced to writing, and that a record ought to be kept.

DORSON: Am I correct, then, that you did go to Australia
around the first of July of 19727

HELMS: Yes, I did.

DORSON: And that Patrick Gray did not schedule the
meeting between -- reschedule the meeting between the two of you
before you left?

HELMS: I never met with him.

DORSON: Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions
at this time.

FRED THOMPSORN: As I understand it, you had a conversation
with Patrick Gray on June the 22nd when you advised him that the
CIA was not involved in the break-in. Was your conversation Timited
to CIA involvement in the break-in, or did you go into whether

or not the investigation might undercover [sic] other CIA operations
possibly?

HELMS: I don't recall ever discussing with Mr. Gray
this question of uncovering other CIA operations.

THOMPSOM:  Strictly the break-in discussion.

: HELMS: That we had no involvement, and believe that
as pgrt of this conversation there was this business about the

Mexidan lawyer. I don't recall whether he was specifically mentioned --
the Nexican lawyer was mentioned at that time. But Mr. Gray had

on hts mind in some way the idea that there was some CIA involvement
that Ithey were running into, and I was attempting to reassure

him %hat this was not the case, as best I knew it.

, THOMPSON: CIA involvement in the Watergate break-in
itscehf.

HELMS: Or in some way connected with it.
THOMPSON: I see. Did he state the source of his concern?
HELMS: He never did.
« THOMPSON: Did he indicate whether or not it was due
to tHe bureau's own investigaticn ¢ whether or not someone else

had &old him that from outside the burceu?

: HELMS: I was unable to tell. I siunly was surprised
thatﬁthis kept coming up. .

THOMPSON: And so the next day you had the =:nversation
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with Mr. Walters and Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman, as I understand
it, and I'd like to go over briefly what you stated was discussed

in that conversation. I believe you stated that Mr. Haldeman
indicated that the Watergate was being capitalized on, that five

men had been arrested and that seemed adequate, and that sort

of thing. Obviously, the Watergate investigation was the reason

for the meeting, was it not, and as to what the investigation

might disclose? That was the basis for the meeting?

HELMS: Well, I can only assume in hindsight that it
was, Mr. Thompson, because at the time nobody had identified to
us why we were being called to the White House. In other vords,
we arrived and waited to hear what the subject of the meeting
was.

THOMPSON: When they stated their concern about a possible
Mexican involvement or a Mexican involvement of the CIA, of course,
they were talking about the Watergate investigation turning up
other involvement, were they not?

HELMS: I assumed this is what they were talking about,
yes. But as I mentioned a moment ago -- and I do want to underline
this -- I was totally unfamiliar at that time with what Mexico
had to do with anything.

THOMPSON: But you had talked to Pat Gray the day before,
and I believe you stated that you felt that he might have mentioned
a Mexican lawyer at that time?

HELMS: Yes, sir. But when the Mexican lawyer's name
was mentioned, there was never any implication as to why they
were even asking about him, so that this was not very revealing.

THOMPSON: What I'm concerned about is just the extent
to which the Watergate situation was actually discussed because --
of course, I think it'd be fair to say that some appearances,
from what has been reported in some of the testimony in this forum
and others, is that the Watergate investigation was the reason
for the concern, and it could have been legitimate concern. It
could have been a possible cover-up of the Hatergate investigation
itself, into the Watergate matter, into -- this is the area 1'd
like to address myself to (word unintelligible). And I'd like
to refer to your testimony before the Committee on Armed Services,
Thursday, May 17, 1973. Now, I had a little bit of difficulty
getting this myself last night and this morning. I've just received
it, and if you would like, in the course of my discussion of it,
for us to recess, with permission of the chairman of the committee,
where you can have a copy of it or a copy of certain pages, 1
feel like we can do that. But if it's all right with you, I'T1
go ahead and proceed right now and read certain portions of that
and ask you a few questions based on that.

SENATOR BAKER: 4r. Chairman, 1 note that the transcript
from which Mr. Thompson is about to read is nominally classificd
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as secret. I take it that there is no objection on the part of
the committee nor any claim on the part of the committee that

it does not have the authority to permit counsel to go ahead and
read from that document, as it relates to the mandate for inquiry
of this committee.

SENATOR ERVIN: Mr. Helms, I understand from the resolution,
also from the statement made, as I understand it, to the staff
attorneys by the White House attorneys, that they left the question
of matters of this kind to the determination of the committee.

SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Chairman, I entirely agree with
you. I simply wanted to make sure that the record reflected that
fact. 1t is the committee position, notwithstanding the nominal
secret classification, that, by reason of our inherent authority
and by reason of communications to us from the White House, that

we have the authority to read from that document into the public
record.

SENATOR ERVIN: And I might add that the chairmen of
the committees which took this -- of the Senate committees which
took this evidence, have also said that as far as they had it
in their power, they'd consent to the use of it.

SENATOR BAKER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

THOMPSON: Mr. Helms, were Mr. Walters and yourself
being questioned at the same time on this occasion? Were you
in the same room together?

HELMS: On that occasion, General Walters was sitting
on my right and General Cushman was sitting on my left, so we
were in the room together the whole time.

THOMPSON: Let me read, and I might, and if you prefer
me to read other portions that you might remember or go back a
Tittle further, then I will, but there's a general, preliminary
section here where you said it was not a very long conversation
~— and he'd rerticrecd tfre Bay cf Pigs. £And there's:

"Imbessaccr Helms: Where you can..."”

First of ¢11:

“Mr.o keleley (7): tet's go back to the meeting itself
for @ moment., Vhen tr. talceman said that it had been decided

that the gerneral shculd call on Mr. Gray, c¢id he say or intimate
it any way whe Fad cecided upon that course of action?"

“frbessacer Helms: VWell, you cculd make an intimation.
But 1'd rether rot craw an intimation if the chairman will relieve
me of that. lere was Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichmnan, the two most
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senior officials in the White House next to the President himself
giving this instruction. I really feelright now, as 1 did then,
that it would have been presumptuous to have pressed them any
harder. Just how they had come up with this and where they'd
gotten the idea, or who was behind .it."

"Mr. Haldeman metioned the Bay

Wolsley: You said Mr.

of Pigs. Did he mention the Watergate case itself in the course
of the conversation?"
"Ambassador Helms: No."
"Mr. Wolsley: He did not?"
"Ambassador Helms: No."
"Senator Symington: General Walters, you confirm that,
do you?"
"General Walters: Yes, sir. He didn't mention the
Watergate."
"Senator Symington: I heard you volunteer -- volunteering,

and as along as you did, I thought it should be on the record."

“Mr. Wolsley: Maybe this is something that we should
get cleared up, but the committee was given a copy of General

Walters' affidavit."
"General Walters: He did in the introduction when
he said, 'This case had stirred up a lot of things, and the oppnsition

is attempting to exploit it.' That was the reference I testifi-d
to previously. I believe as we came in, he said the Watergate
has stirred up a lot of things. The opposition is attempting
to exploit it -- General Walters talking -- and it has been decided
that you will go. That was the inevitable lead into the whole
reference."

"Senator Jackson: Decided that you would go?"
"General HWalters: To Mr. Gray and tell him if he puisued

the Mexican part of the financing of this business, it will uncaver
CIA assets or scheme for moving the money."

"Mr. Wolsley: I should perhaps read into the record
here a few sentences from General Walters' affidavit. Cuote:
As I recall it, Mr. Haldeman said that the Watergate incident

was causing trouble and being exploited by
had been decided at the White House that 1

the opposition. It
would go to Acting

FBI Director Gray and tell

him that now that the five suspects

were arrested, further inquiries into the Mexican aspect of the
matter might Jjeopardize some of the CIA's activities in this arra.
Was there any discussion at all in the meeting of Yarergate?"
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"Ambassador Helms: Not to the best of my recollection,
and I frankly was hard put at the time to understand what Mexico
was involved with. This was only a week after the break-in.

I didn't know why Mexico was being mentioned, and it never occurred
to me that it had anything to do with the Watergate burglary."

"Senator Symington: General Walters, do you agree
with Fhat}"i

"General Walters: To me the whole question was connected
by virtue of the beginning of the thing when he said Watergate
could be opened as a preliminary, as a Tead-in as to why he wanted
me to go. It was obviously a lead-in to this, but he didn't go
into any discussion of the Watergate, other than what I said in
the beginning."

And then you go to other matters, Mr. Helms. Let me
see if I've summarized this correctly. The question was put directly
to you first as to whether or not there was any Watergate discussion,
and you said there was not.

HELMS: That was the way I recalled it, Mr. Thompson.
But in the time since then, I've seen General Walters' memorandum
for the recerd, I've talked with him about this, and we went over
again what had occurred, and I frankly at that point had forgotten
this lead-in to the conversation. After all, ['d been away for
sometime, I'd been involved with other things, and if my memory

~—— — —yac less tran perfect at thet time, it was less than perfect.

{ had ro intenticn of jiggery, polery, or anything else.

THOHPSON: 1'm certeinly not accusing you oy any cther
wiines<« of anything, but I do want to ciear 1t up. I'm rnot sure
I tave ry chronoloqgy right. I'm veacing frem page 2180 of ife
svenscript.  The question wis pewed to you. You said no. He
siod 1¢ doo not. You taid ro. General Velters, will vou corfirm
thit?  Fnd Cenercl Halters says yos, sir. He didn't mention the
diterciie.  And then Mr. Wo sley caic thic is something we stould
sicar 1 py, erd he refers to Lenerat Welters! affidavit at that
gre, vhick ke had previous'y subritted, °n which 7o menticned
these “ ki <.

HOLES . Welil, My Thom son, whet I'm referving to and

i t cav cubsecuzntly was a men randum oy the record, wiich
I aej +~ve < in “he custody of th: commiiree, vhich was writien
sover, d.ro bafere th s 23 June onvers:-ion.

THOMP 0N That's corroct. Thot's the memorandur dated
Jrie cach., “972, I bel eve.

HELAS: thiink tnat's correcv. and it was that remorandum
viich [ siabuoquestiy saw, wiicn I had not scen at the time inat
T gas astyiving. I t.lkad to Gooeral o ters about it. ¥ had

ny reson Lo, &t that aoint, to qrescion deneral Haiters' monorandum.
Ha ha; an 2zceliozat ability to revall, as you probably are cware.

Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6



Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6

23

He's an excellent 1inguist, and anybody who can speak five or

six languages with the ability that he can certainly has the mental
equipment to recall something for five days after the event took
place, and I obviously talked to him about this, and I had clearly
forgotten that introductory aspect of this.

THOMPSON: Well, Mr. Helms, are you basing your testimony
now on your own memory, or upon Mr., Walters' memory? I mean,
you've recounted your faith in his memory, which, I'm sure, is
probably well placed, but I would think that this would be a rather
significant matter, If Haldeman and Ehrlichman, as has been widely
reported from the basis of the memorandum which you just referred
to, I suppose, came in and said five people had been arrested
and that ought to be enough, and if that's the lead-in as to how
the CIA or the FBI should conduct its investigation and the basis
of CIA contact with the FBI, I would think that this was something
that you would remember. So I'm really trying to determine whether
your testimony is based upon your own independent recollection
or just, after having read this memorandum, your faith in General
Walters' recollection?

HELMS: Well, it's a combination of the two, Mr. Thompson,
because when he jogged my memory and we went back over the meeting
together, then I did recall these other remarks having been made.

THOMPSON: Well, he jogged your memory here, in the
testimony before the committee also. That was on page 2180 again,
after a member of the committee evidently raised the matter of
the affidavit or the memorandum. General Walters said this.

He said he did in the introduction when he said, referring to

the mentioning of the Watergate, he did in the introduction hen

he said this case has stirred up a lot of things and the opposition
is attempting to exploit it.

I believe your testimony here today was "attempting
to capitalize on it." That was the reference I testified to previously.
I belive -~ and I assume he's referring to his affidavit or memcrandum --
I believe as we came in he said the Watergate has stirred up a
lot of things and the opposition is attempting to exploit it.
It had been decided that you will go -- that was an interval lead-
in.

"Mr. Wolsley: I should perhaps read in the record
a few sentences of General Walters' affidavit."

And then at that time they read into the record a few
sentences of General Walters' affidavit, which you just referred
to, which is the memovrandum that 1 referred to. Quote: As I
recall it, Mr. Haldeman said that the HWatergate incident was causing
a lot of problems and being exploited by the opposition. It hac
been decided by the Wnite House J should go to Acting Director
of the FBI Gray and that five suspects were arrested. Further
inquiries into the Mexican aspects of the matter might jeopardive
some of the CIA activities,
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And another question is put by a member of the committee.
Was there any discussion in the meeting at all of Watergate?

"Ambassador Helms: Not to the best of my recollection."

HELMS: Well, I didn't recall it at that time, but
when I went over this with General Walters and we tried to piece

this meeting together, then I did recall that these matters had
been alluded to.

THOMPSON: Did it occur to you, or has it affected
you either consciously or sub-consciously, the fact that it could
Le very -- or, at Teast to some extent embarrassing for General
Walters if you testified contrary to him? Did you discuss that
possibility with him when you went over these natters?

. HELMS: No, because I saw him just a moment before
we actually went into the room.

THOMPSON: Of course, it was after vou got into the
room before you realized that you had any -- there was any (word
unintelligible) in your testimony, was it not?

HELMS: That's right.

THOMPSON: And you were in the room before you first
realized what this memocrandum said, were you not?

HELMS: The memorandum -- as a matter of fact, that
memorandum was not on the table at that time, as I recall it.
There was an affidavit, but I believe that those memoranda were
submitted subsequently to the committee. I may be wrong.

THOMPSON: And in comparing your testimony today with
what his memorandun says, a couple of things do strike me. His
memorandum dated June 23th says that on June 23rd at 1300, on
request, I called with Director Helms on John Ehrlichman and Robert
Haldeman in Ehrlichman's office in the White House. Haldeman
said that the bugging affair at the Democratic MNational Committee
Hlcadquarters at the Watergate Apartments had made & tot of noise
and that the Democrats were trying to maximize on it.

And down here he says, since five suspects have been
arrested, this should be sufficient.

Let me ask vou a few other things about this memorandum,
while we're on it, Mr. Helms. He states in here also that Haldeman
said the whole affair was getting embarrassing ond it was the
President's wish that dalters call on Gray and suggest to him
that since five suspects had been arrested, this should be sufficient.
It was not advantacgeous to have the inquiry pushed, comma, especially
in Mexico.

Bo you recall the President's name being mentioned?
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HELMS: No, I still don't agree with General Walters
about that. I don't recall its having been put that way.

THOMPSON:+ Director Helms said -- again reading from
the Walters memorandum -- he had talked to Gray on the previous
day, made plain to him the agency was not behind the matter and
it was not connected with it. None of the suspects was working
for it, nor had worked for the agency in the last two years.

He had told Gray that none of the investigators was touching any
covert projects of the agency, current or ongoing.

Did you tell Mr. Gray that it was touching onto the

covert projects of the agency, or did you have any basis for saying

that at that time? '

HELMS: I was unaware of any covert projects of the
agency that had been touched on up to that time.

THOMPSON: Did you tell Gray that, if you recall, or

did you Jjust simply tell him the CIA was not involved in the Watergate

break-in?

HEILMS: I told him the CIA was not involved in the
Watergate break-in. [ do not recall whether I told him that it
had not thus far run into any CI/ covert projects.

THOMPSON: Did you tell him that none of the suspects
was working for the CIA nor had worked for the agency in the lact
two years?

HELMS: Yes.

THOMPSON: That at least one of the suspects had worked
for the FBI previous to -- for the CIA previous to the last two
years then. Is that correct?

HELMS: Who was that, sir?

THOMPSON: Well, I'm asking you. You said none of
them had worked for the CIA within the last two years. I assumed
that before that at least one of them had.

HELHMS: Well, Mr., McCord had been an employee of the
CIA for some twenty years before he retired. Mr. Hunt had worked
there at least fifteen, maybe more, and a couple of the Cubans
had at one time a contractual relationship with the agency.

THOMPSON: Do you know which two Cubans?

HELMS: Do you mind giving me the names. I'm not a
computer, and 1 can't...

THOMPSON: Would it bc Barker? Perhaps Mr. Barker?
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HELMS: Barker I think had a relationship back in the
early '60s. I think -- is Sturgis another individual?

THOMPSON:  Yes.

HELMS: I think he at one time had had some connection.
Martinez had been on sort of a retainer to report on individuals
who came in from Cuba, as to whether they'd be worth interrogating
or interviewing or not in Florida, and he'd been on that retainer
of about $100 a month on the understanding that he would report

7~~~ ~in from time to time when he had something to report. When I

found that he was stil” on -- had this connection with the agency
¢t the time of his breck-in, he was cut off.

THOMPSON: \Vlhen was he cut off?

HELMS: Right after we had discovered that he was involved
in the break-1in.

THOMPSON: VYou mean Martinez was on retainer by the
(IA at the time of the breck-in?

‘ HELMS: That's right. But in Florida for the purposes
I've identified.

THOMPSON: © bec ycur parder. In Florida? 1 didn't
tnderstand that last siatenent.

HELMS: HMr, Martinez was a resident in Floride, as

far as the agency knew. Because he lived in Florida and because
Fe was a Cuban exile, te wes kept on & loose arrangement whereby
Fe vould report to the agercy from time to time Cubans who got
cut of Cuba, either lecally or illegally, whom he thought might
Fave some information that would be useful to the United States
Covernment, and then hc would report ir and give the name of this
individual.

THOMPSON: VYhen was ha taker off retainer by the CIA?

HELMS: Wher it was ascertained that he was inrvolved
in the break-in, he was taken off right then.

THOMPSON: Vhen was it ascertained that he was involved
in the break-in?

HELMS: Well, T assumz when his name was given to us
bty the FBI, which was ihe, I imagine, within 24 hours or 48 hours
cr 72 hours after the treak-in.

THOMPSON: tow vas this done? Did the CIA communicate
with Mr. Martinez? Was thevre any paperwork involved?
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HELMS: I don't recall the precise details of the way
it was done. There are many people in the agency who can tell
you. It may even be in your records already. The agency has
been most cooperative in turning over lots of written material
about these various matters, and I imagine it's in there someplace.
I just don't remember.

THOMPSON: Well, it scems to me, Mr. Helms, that there
might well have been concern as to the role of the FBI -- or the
CIA -- by all parties involved at this particular time, right
after the break-in in June of '72, if in fact one of the persons
who had broken in was at that time on retainer by the CIA. Did
you know at the time of your conversation with Mr. Haldeman and
Mr. Ehrlichman on the 23rd that Mr. Martinez was in fact on retainer?

HELMS: I don't recall. I imagine I may have. But
that doesn't mean that the CIA was involved in the burglary.

THOMPSON: No, sir. No, sir. I'm...

HELMS: I don't think you ought to put words in my
mouth,

THOMPSON: I didn't think I was. The issue seems to
be whether or not there was legitimate concern with regard to
either, at that time, whether the CIA was involved in the burglary,
or whether or not other covert CIA activities might be exposed,
or whether or not Haldeman and Ehrlichman, quite frankly, were
using this as an excuse to cover up the Watergate investigation,
which also, quite frankly, has been widely implied, to say the
lTeast. Now, that's what I'm trying to get at. Now, you've already
mentioned the fact that you had talked to Patrick Gray and there
was some talk besides the people who had been involved in the

Watergate break-in. McCord was a former CIA agent. Ilunt was
a former CIA agent. Martinez was on retainer at the time of the
break-in. Sturgis had former contact -- a former employee of

the CIA. Also, in Mexico, as I understand, there was some talk
about an attorney down there as being a CIA contact, I suppose,
would be the correct way to put that, would it not?

HELMS: That was what we werec asked, if we had any
connection with him.

THOMPSON:  You talked to Mr. Gray, I believe, on Junc
27 about a Mr. Ogaric down there, did you not?

HELMS: The FBI had asked us if this Mexican lawyer
had any connection with the agency. We conducted an investigation
to ascertain whether or not he had, and I reported to Mr. Gray
that he had no connection with the agency. We knew nothing about
him.

THOMPSON:  But what I'm trying to get at is the 27th,
Tour days after this meeting, there was still some discussion
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as to whether or not there was a problem with Mr. Ogario. If
notes are my correct, Mr. Gray called you about this matter at
11:30 A.M., and you could not or did not respond immediately,
and you returned Mr.  Gray's call at 3:40 that afternoon and said
that the CIA did not in fact have any interest in Mr. Ogario.

Is that your recollection?

HELMS: But I want to point out, Mr. Thompson, in case
there's any question in your mind, that whenever we were initially
asked about this Mexican lawyer, it would have taken a few days
to ascertain this, to be sure about it. We have to check files
and records, and we'd have to check with people in Mexico, and
this is not something that wouldfappen from one rirute to the
next. But I don't recall when lthe firet inquiry vac nade tc us
about a man named COgario. I just simply know from the recorc,
since I've consulted the record on thi¢ peint, thet 1 dic¢ report
this back to Mr. Gray that we hlad no conrection w-tt tim -- the
agency had no connection with hm ~- on the 27th ¢f June. 1 believe
you have documents there in my fown handwriting atiecting to this.

THOMPSON: But, Mr. Helms, Just in order thet we're
clear as we can be on this, I would like to ask ycu ore ncre time
whether, to the best of your inldependent recollecticn, Mr. btzldeman
did say that the opposition was| capitalizing on tlte Wetlercate,
and five men had been arrested knd that ves adequite.

HELMS: I can't vouch for those exact vorde. tuvt ¢s
I reconstructed this meeting wikkh General Ualters ard wvert cver
it, there was some sort of a lekd-in ov reference at the lecinning
of the conversation to this buvriglary.

THOMPSON: And it wale ¢fter your sittirg tiere ir the
same room with General kalters Enc¢ hearirc his testimeny thet
it did in fact occur, and it wak efter yoir readire his nemcrandum
where he stated that it did in Wact cccur. hefore ycu fire¢t rentioned
yourself that you recalled thatl it did ir fact cccur. I¢ tret

correct? i
HELMS: Thet's relathvely «- 1'n sure -- tlat'e ccod
enough, anyway. |

THOMPSON: I have nol further crestiors. Tlent ycu.
SENATOR ERVIN:  Senall.oy Montoye.

SENATOR JOSCPH MOHTONA: 1 -ust have tvo questiorne,
Mr. Chairman. Thank you. i

My, Ambassador, did dot know Jenes McCorc percscnslly?
HELNMS:  Yes, Senator Montoye.

SERATOR BORTOYA:  liod long racd you krovan him?
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HELMS: Well, it's hard to tell you when I might have
first met him, but I saw him from time to time during, let's say,
the time that I was the director of the agency, during those six
and a half years. 1I'recall his having been in my office on two
or threee occasions on various matters. ‘

SENATOR MONTOYA: What kind of a man was he?
HELMS: He had a good reputation.
SENATOR MONTOYA: And what was his reputation for veracity?

HELMS: I have never had any cause to question Mr.
McCord's reputation for veracity.

SENATOR MONTOYA: Would you say that his reputation
as a human being, as a man, as an employee was very good?

HELMS: Yes, it was. He left a good record behind
him.

SENATOR MONTOYA: And what can you say about Mr. Hunt?
Did you know him?

HELMS: Yes, I did know him.
SENATOR MONTOYA: What was his reputation?

HELMS: Well, Mr. Hunt was -- had -- well, he had a
good reputation. There were some questions at various times during
his employment about how well he had carried out certain assignrents,
but there was nothing malign about this. It was Just a question
of his effectiveness. Mr. Hunt was a bit of a romantic. He used
to write books in his spare time, and I think there was a tendercy
sometimes for him to get a littie bit carried away with some of
the things he was involved in, but he'd never done anything illegal
or nefarious that anybody was awarec of, and when he left the agency,
he left a record -- a decent record behind him.

SENATOR MONTOYA: What would you say about his reputation
for veracity?

HELMS: Well, I've said, sir, that he was a romantic.
I think that -- I just don't have any way of being able to answer
that. I would have assumed that in maticers of importance he would
tell the truth.

SENATOR FONTOYA: Now, since you spent so much time
as Director of CIA, of the agency, what recommendations can you
make to this committee concerning new legislation to help preven:
the misuse of the Central Intelligence Agency for political or
other purposes, other than the assigned purposcs delineated in
the act?

HELMS: Senator Montoya, I don't know how one legislates
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these matters. I've never understood how morality and proper
conduct and decency can be legislated about. The -- in Washington
over the years there have been many occasions when various people
have tried to manipulate some organizaton or another in an improper

way. This is not new to us. We read about it in the papers constantly,

but how you legisiate about this, I swear to you, sir, I don't
know.

SENATOR MONTOYA: Would you say that in view of your
experience, with respect to this episode, there was an attempt
by some people to manipulate the agency and its facilities?

HELMS: There was no question that there seemed to
be an effort to use it, in quotes -- quote, use it, unquote.

SENATOR MONTOYA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
SENATOR ERVIN: Senator Weicker,

CENATOR LOWELL WEICKER: Mr. Ambassador, during the
time from January the 20th, 1969 'til the spring of '72.

HELMS: January the 20th, 19697

SENATOR WEIUKER: Right. Well, basically, from '69 --
from the becinning of '69..

HELMS: You mean from Inauguration Day.

— - -~ — <[NATOR WEI€KEP: Right -- 'til the spring of 1972,

were there cccasion® when you were contected by gither the /fittorney
General Johr Mitchell or the Deputy Attorney General Robert tardian?

HELMS: Vel . ) usec to cce Mr. Mitchell cunte frocuently
because Mr. Mitchell had cutics that were given him Ly the President
that had nothing whatever to cc witlh the conduct of the affairs
of the Department of Justice. So I taw Bim with scme veguiar ity
in meetings in his oifice on ¢ variciy of matters thet had <
do with the affairs ¢f =hc agency anc with our variots operations,

SERATOY WUICKER: Mere thore any times when, in these
contacts wi:h eithier M~. Hlitchell -- I don't recall your hav ng
said whethe~ or not voz1'd ever met . Mardian or not.,

IELMS: I did neet hiw. L met him on. day on HMr. Mitchell's

office, as 1 mattar of fa:t.

SENATOR WIICKER: WNere ti:re any contacns that yau
had with eithar Messos. Mardian or titchell wheie vou Jere asked
to bring thz CIA into dvavistigations of a domesuic naiture?

IELIS: I don': recatl a1/ suca meetings. { know that
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the time that I mentioned that I met Mr. Mardian in Mr. Mitchell's
office, it's my recollection that the reason he was there was

that he'd been put in charge of an internal security operation,

or the division of the Justice Department, and that he was going
to get together a group of individuals from the various intelligence
organizations to sit with him in an effort to make up some reports
and analyses and so forth about domestic unrest and things of

that kind, but it was always made very clear by me, and I never
was challenged by Mr. Mitchell, that anything that we contributed
to these meetings had to be as a result of our work overseas,

of material we'd developed there which might have some bearing

on things in the United States, as for example the Fedayeen, the
terrorists. We'd been working on them. We'd been working on
certain people involved in drug smuggling and a variety of things.

SENATOR WEICKER: But, at no time -- in other words --
or, there wasn't any sort of a pattern of requests of trying to
bring the CIA into matters that you would consider properly outside
the scope of the CIA. I'm not questioning your reaction at all
here. I just...

HELMS: I don't recall none, Senator Weicker.

SENATOR WEICKER: Do you recall discussing with the
committee staff that you were being pushed into the domestic investi-
gation area? '

HELMS: This committee staff?
SENATOR WEICKER: Yes.

HELMS: Well, at various times, questions have come
up in -- well, I remember one time there was a discussion with
some of these -- the President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory
Board about domestic operations and so forth, and they didn't
think they were going satisfactorily, and could the agency make
a contribution to this, and J pointed out to them very quickly
it could not, there was no way. But this was a matter that kept
coming up in the context of feelers -- how could we do a better
Job? Isn't there somebody else that can take on some of these
things? That the FBI isn't doing them as well as they should.
Are there no other facilities?

But it was in that context. It was not a direct pressurc
on me -- go do it.

SENATOR WEICKER: Did you ever consider resigning your
position as Director c¢f the CIA because of these types of feelers
or indications?

HELMS: HNo, Senater Weicker. I don't mean to be immodest,

but I felt that I understood about these matters and these declimitations,
and I thought I could take cave of the agency better if I staved
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where I was.

SENATOR WEICKER: I gathered from your statement that
you have a great pride in the agency.

HELMS: I do, sir.

SENATOR WEICKER: And the only point that I'm trying
to bring out -- and let me just relate to your last answer -- did
you have any concern that if you left the agency as its director
that it might get into these other types of areas?

HELMS: Well, I don't know that my thinking ever went
quite that far, but -- because I had no reason to suppose that
my successor would be a man of inadequate caliber.

SENATOR WEICKER: But you felt that...

HCLMS: That 1 had been around a long time, and I thought
I understood pretty well what we were supposed to do and what we
were not supposed to do, and if there are any sins that the agency
has commited, they're on my shoulders. I'm not pawning them off
on anybody else. 1 knew the ground rules. I knew the laws and
all the rest of it, and I did the best I could to keep the agency
free and clear and sailing straight.

SERATOR WEICKER: And I gather you ﬁhought -~ that you
yourself felt that it would do just that as long as you were, excuse
the expression, at the helm,

HELMS: Yes, Senator Wedicker.

SENATOR WEICKER: In your meeting with Mr. Haldeman
and Mr. Ehrlichman and Gencral lalters -~ and was General Cushman
there at that meeting, also -- the 23rd, the meeting of the 23rd?

HELMS: Yes, sir. As I recall it, we were asked to
come togcther by Senator Symincton, and General Cushman was sitting
on my feft and General Walters was sitting on my right, and we
weve sitting right tocetheyr at the table.

SERATOR VETCKER: Why wouldn't such a request, as Mr.
Haldeman was making, 2 made to you? You were the Director of
the CIA, and the rcquest that was being imade was having to do with
the Acting Director oi the FBI, so why not talk to you? Were you
being taiked around here? 1'd like to gat your impression.

HELMS: Yee, I was beina talked around, and this --
I don'tl know exactly 1n what form this came up, but I was assured
that il had been decided that Gencral Walters was to do the talkinag,
and obvicusly, 1 wondered a2t the iime as to why,

SENATOR WEIJCKER:  Did vou cxpress any -- did you make
any corment at the tinoe?
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HELMS: Saying that he shouldn't do it? That I should
do it?

SENATOR WEICKER: No, that, you know, turning to Mr.
Haldeman, "Mr. Haldeman, if you've got anything to say to my agency,
would you please say it to me rather than those that are my subordinates.”

HELMS: No, I did not remonstrate, no. We were sitting
right there together, the four of us, and it was being made so
clear that this was the way it was going to be done and had to
be, or they wanted it done that way.

SENATOR WEICKER: I have no further questions at this
time, Mr. Chairman.

SENATOR ERVIN: Senator Inouye.

SENATOR DANIEL INOUYE: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Chairman and Mr. Vice Chairman, before proceeding, I'd like
to thank both of you for your very generous remarks this morning....

Mr. Ambassador, you've indicated that as Director of
the CIA, you have the statutory responsibility for, quote, the
protection [Interrupted by station identification]. Now, during
the period from June of '71 until your new assignment in Iran,
did you have occasion to report on matters falling under that category
to the President of the United States?

HELMS: No, sir, I did not report on any matters of
that kind directly to the President of the United States. We had
a subcommittee of the United States Intelligence Board charged
with security. This involved the system of clearances and how
the community would work together in classifying documents, and
matters of this kind. UWhen there were leaks which seemed to be
unauthorized, particularly of material that was in intelligence
channels, the matter was referred to this USIB security subcommittee
to see if any information could be ascertained as to what agency
of government had leaked the information, or what individual in
what agency of government had given this information out. These
investigations usually aborted. Efforts were made through the
security officers of the other agencies to find out who might have
done these things, but I don't rcmember any of them coming to any
successful conciusion. We had no investigative staff for this,
We had no rights to investigate in the State Department., for example,
or in the Department of Defense. We simply counted on their peaple
to contribute to this effort, but we had very poor results. And
one of the rcasons that I felt burdened by this charge in the statute
over the vears is thatl it gave me a rcsponsibility which I had
no devices for carrying out.

SENATOR INOUYE: UWere these discussicns ever held in
the Oval Of{ice or the Cabinet Room or the President's bFxszcutivo
Office Building?

HELMS: Not the discussions on matters having to do
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with the use of the subcommittee. I'm sure that at various times
in the four years since January the 20th, 1969, there were discussions
about leaks. I remember one early in the administration which
took place in the Oval Office. There were several Cabinet members
— ~trere, ard I remember I was there myself.

SENATOR INOUYE: VWere you avare that these conversations
nay have been taped? . . _

HELMS: I was not.

SENATOR INOUYE: Kr. Butterfield has testified that
these. cerversations were being taped. Do you think, as Director
cf the (1A, it is your statutory responsibility to get hold of
these tepes?

HLEMS: That it would be my statutory responsibility?

SENATOR INOUYE: Or whoever the director is today?
In order not to compromise the CIA.

HELMS: Frankly, sir, it wouldn't have occurred to me,
and I didn't know that there were any tanes in existence while
1 was director, anc since then, I really hadn't thought about it.

SENATOR INOUYE: If you knew that these were being taped,
€o yju thiank it would be a statutory responsibility, under the
Patisnal Sz2curity Act, for the Director »f the CIA to call upon
the dJhite douse anc to receive those tap:s on the grounds that
ctherwise it might compromise the sources and wethods of the CIA?

HZLMS: I wouldn't have thougtt so, Senator Inouye,
lezaise it's -- we were supposed to protact them against unauthorized
disclosure, and discussions with the President and his duly cleared
Catbirzt miaistars would not constitute unauthorized disclosure.

SENATOR TNOUYE: A few days ajo we had testimony indicating
that three of thase tap2s were placed in:o the hands of a private
citizan, kapt away from the official cus:odian for 48 hours. Would
you1 cownsidar that proper?

HELMS: T would not consider :hat proper.

SZMATOR INQUYE: I thank you very much, sir.

SEHATOR ERVIY:  Senator Gurnav.

SINATOR EDWARD GURNEY: Mr. Aabassador, what were Hunt's
ar21s5 of xork at the C14? -

WeLits: Senator Gurney, he was with the agency for many .
¥y2r-: and 1ad a variety of assignments.

STNATDR GURNIY: You miaght pi 1 that mike over...
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HELMS: I'm sorry. I didn't move it over for you.
I beg your pardon.

Had a variety of assignments, and I honestly think it
would be putting my memory to too much of a test to remember what
they all were. I remember there was one that he had -- some assignment
in connection with the operations leading up to the so-called Bay
of Pigs. But this is readily available in the agency. You could
get his personnel record, and then it would be accurate.

SENATOR GURNEY: Oh, I'm not interested in a detailed
account. I wondered if his areas were in the sort of work that
he was doing on June 17th?

HELMS: It would be hard for me to recall. I don't --
but I'd -~ I just don't remember.

SENATOR GURNEY: How often does the CIA help out former
employees in the loan of equipment, as in the case of Mr. Hunt?

HELMS: Well, I can only say, Senator Gurney, that this
was an extraordinary exception, and it was done because we had
been asked to do it by the White House.

SENATOR GURNEY: Has it ever been done before, to your
knowledge?

HELMS: Not to my knowledge.

SENATOR GURNEY: Well, has it -- do you think it has
been done before without your knowledge?

HELMS: This is always possible, Senator Gurney. It's
a large organization. I would hope not, but I can't say that it
had never been done, no, of course not.

SENATOR GURNEY: But at least no other CIA person has
said to you that, yes, we did this on some other occasion with
so-and~so.

HELMS: I don't recall that having been said to me.

SENATOR GURNEY: Since this was such an unusual request,
why did the CIA go ahcad and cooperate with Hunt?

HELMS: Well, General Cushman had already authorized
this, as I understood at the time, an the basis of Mr. EhrTlichman
having asked that the agency help. At that time, as 1 recall i

=y

he was -- General Cushman was simply told that this was four him
to conduct an interview., Ve had no way of knowing whether it w-s
an interview in the United States or an interview overscas. It

had already been done by the time 1 learned about it, and the...
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SENATOR GURHNEY: What was your reaction when Cushman
told you?

HELMS: Well, I was not pleased about it because I didn't
quite understand why it was that he couldn't have acquired these
things someplace else

SENATOR GURMNEY: Well, I must say that same thought
occurs to me. If these were routine items of apparatus, the White
House would certainly have resources enough to get those themselves.

HELMS: I would have thought so, Senator Gurney. I
wave ledarned -~ 1 learned when I came back here in May that there
were some other things given to h1m, such as a voice changer or
something, and I believe a wig has become almost ]egendary in this
whole matter, but I don't recall anything about the wig at the
time, but I don't question that it was done.

SENATOR GURNEY: Did General Cushman ever ask him, "Now,
Mr. Hunt, what do you want these things for? lhat are you going
to use them for?"

HELMS: Well, General Cushman told me, as I recall it,
was that he wanted this for a one~time interview, but General Cushman
can certainly attest to these things for himself.

SENATOR GURHEY: But he didn't tell anything to you.

HELMS: And at that time, I think it's only fair to
remember, that nobody had ever suggested that anybody was going
to do anything illegal or improper.

SEMATOR GURHIEY: I undevstand. But it's such an unusual
request, I'm really surprised that no one had a little more curiosity
about vhat was going to be done.

HELMS: Well, it was a very high-level White House official
who wos asking for this help, and we tried te help, and it didn't
seem that it was going to do anybody any great harm.

SENATOR GURGEY: T quess probably your answer would
he the same to Mr. Young's request about the profile.

HELMS: Yes. I have genuine rearets about being pressured
into that. On Monday worning there: are a lot of footbsll gamcs
that if played again might have been played differently, and, you
know, I'm not proud of that one.

SEHATOR GURNEY:  There wevre, of course, these conversations
with Haldeman and thylichmen which you have described, and MHr.
Waliers, 1 quecss., had others that he reported to you about, and
then the conversations with Mr. Gray. And then, of course, the
conversatiens with Hiv. Dean, when he was press.ng for things [ike
bail moncy and salaries while people might be “n priscon. Did it
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about this time and advise him of these very unusual things that
were going on in the White House?

HELMS: Well, sir, my preoccupation at that time and
all through these months was to keep the agency at a distance from
this whole problem, and when I saw -- realized that these feelers
were being made -- there was never a proposal made. It was never
said, "Will you do this?" It was suppository. You know, "Would
it be possible? Is this something that could happen?" And so
forth. And since we had stood firm, it seemed to me that that
was adequate under the circumstances.

SENATOR GURNEY: Well, I certainly commend you for that,
and you did do the right thing in keeping the agency out of it.
In the phone call with Mr. Gray, which you had, did you think in
this phone conversation that he was trying to involve the CIA in
any way?

HELMS: I didn't have that sensation, Senator Gurney.
The sensation I had was I couldn't quite understand why it was
that he kept thinking that the CIA was somchow involved. Now,
what generated this on his part, I don't know to this day, quite
honestly, but it seemed strange that he should -- well, we seem
to be running into some CIA involvement. And I couldn't understand
what he was talking about or how he knew this because I couldn't
see any involvement, I couldn't find any involvement. And what
motivated this, I don't know, and I honestly don't know cven now.

SENATOR GURNEY: One final question. HMr. Thompson wont
over this with you, but I'm asking another question, and that of
course if this business of whether Haldeman and Ehrlichman were
making their requests, or Mr. Dean, for that matter, at the request
of the President of the United States. And I don't want to go
over that testimony again. I've heard it. But let me ask you
this. In all of these transactions between you and these people,
and Walters and these people, that were later reported to you,

did you get any idea at all that President Nixon was involved in
any cover-up here and wanting to use the CIA in the cover-up?

HELMS: President Nixon was not put forward by any of
these people in their discussions. They were conducting them on
their own, as far as I was aware. Implicit in this was the fact
that T was talking to the Presidcnt's chief of staff, and what
conversations he had with the President, he never said, but he
was such a senior official that I had to assume that this was something
that they wantied done.

'SEENATOR GURNEY: Thank you, Mr. Ambassador. That's
all, Mr. Chairman.

SENATOR ERVIN: Senator Talmadge.

SENATOR HERMAN TALMAGL: Mr. Ambassador, you've had
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a long and distinguished career, both as a member of the CIA for
many years and ultimately its director for more than six years,
and now as a distinguished ambassador representing the government
of the United States. Will you tell us why you left as Director
of the Central Intelligence Agency?

HELMS: I had a conversation with the President after
the election. I believe it was on November the 20th at Camp David.
And we talked about my future, and he indicated that he wanted
to make a change, and this was in the context of making a lot of
changes in the administration. I was at that time pushing 60 and
about to come what we had in the agency as the regular retirement
aage. This is not a statutory thing, but T had a policy in the
agency that when officials got to be 60 that they retired. And
this therefore seemed a good time to do this. That was why I left.

SENATOR TALMDAGE: You did not leave on your own initiative,
then.

HELMS: I did not submit my resignation in the form
of -- obviously, the President always has your resignation. You
do serve at the pleasure of the President for the time being.

That's what the commission says, so that this was a mutually-arrived-
at arrangement.

SENATOR TALMDAGE: You didn't have any impression that
you had been pushed out?

HELMS: Well, it wasn't put to me that way, anyway.

SENATOR TALMADGE: In other words, when the President
makes a suggestion, you don't have to determine whether you're
being pushed, shoved or led, do you? HWould that be an affirmative
answer? [No audible response.] Thank you, sir.

Did the White House contact you for a reference when
they employed Mr. Hunt?

HELMS: No, sir.

SENATOR TALKMADGE: Didn't you think that was strange
to employ an ex-represcntative of the CIA without checking on his
credentials with the director of that agency?

HELMS: I did, Senator Talmadge. 1In fact I went to
some trouble at the time to sece if anybody else in the acency had
been checked with other than me. In other words, had they ¢one
to the personnel office, had they gone to the security office?
And I established there'd been no contact made with the agency
anywhere about Mr. Hunt.

SENATOR TALNADGE: No contact whatever?
HEEMS: Hone.
Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6



Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6
39

SENATOR TALMADGE: Now, what was your reaction when
Mr. Young came to you in the summer of 1971 and informed you that
the President's assistant, Mr. Ehrlichman, had assigned him to
lead a White House investigation of security leaks? Were you surprised
that that was being handled outside the FBI?

HELMS: I suppose that I was, Senator Talmadge, but
there had been so much talk about leaks and so much concern about
them in this particular era, that I suppose that what would have
been normal surprise was somewhat dulled by this fact that maybe
they weren't getting very far in establishing how these leaks had
o$curred, and this was somewhat of an extra effort to get into
this.,

SENATOR TALMADGE: Didn't J. Edgar...

HELMS: I want to say to you now that I never dreamed
that this was going to lead to a kind of an activist role. I thought
this was pulling the material together and doing those things which
for years had been done in the government. This is not the first
President who's been concerned about leaks. That's been a kind

of an endemic and chronic concern in the White House ever since
I can remember.

SENATOR TALMADGE: Didn't J. Edgar Hoover have a reputation
for running a pretty tight ship?

HELMS: He did.
SENATOR TALMADGE: And an efficient organization.
HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR TALMADGE: And anything relating to a domestic
activity, the FBI normally handled.

HELMS: They did, and he insisted on it.

SENATOR TALMADGE: And you insisted on handling the
foreign activity.

HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR TALMADGE: And you had a perfectly valid agreement
between the two of you as to who would encroach on what activities
or not encroach on them, did you not?

HELMS: ¥¢ did, Senator Talmadqe.

SCHNTOR TALMADGE:  And it worked very well.

HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR TALMADGE: And you think in the national intoerest.
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HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR TALMADGE: Now, when they requested of you that
you do this psychological profile of Dr. Ellsberg, how could such
a profile be made if psychiatric records were not obtained?

HELMS: Well, sir, there's a question of terminology,
Senator Talmadge, about this. The pscyhological profiles which
the agency had been doing on foreign individuals were not based
on psychiatric records, they were based on general intelligence
infromation, and from this information and from interviews and

~ things of that kind, all this material was put together and an

effort vas wede to drev a prefile of this men as to what kind of
a8 humen beinc he wes. FEut there was never implicit in this ever
that you had to have psychiatric meterial ir order to do it.

SENATOR TALFADCE: In other words, you didn't have to
Fut him on tfe couch.

HELMS: No. sir. And ncene of them ever were put on
the ccuch.

SENATOR TALEFADCEE: 1 believe ycu testified that the
enly involvenent tke (1A had in this entire operation was to provide
a tape recorcer anc a cemera to Mr. Young.

HELMS: Siy., that was tc Mr. Fint.

SENATOR TALFADCE: FMr. Hunt. [Inc¢ that was dore at a
vrequest from Mr. EkRriichman?

HELMS: My recellecticn of hov that heoppened was -
and Gencral (ushman, 1 believe., will be here sortly and, vou lnow,
== = can clarify this specificelly. It wesmy imrrecssitn that Mr. Hunt
carie to see Lereral (uvelfman end askec him for these thirncs., havinc
been sponsored by Mr. Ihrlichman.,

SEHATOR TELMELCE: Is it ycur urderstarcing, cver the
yeers, thet vhen an sscnstant to the Fresicert ¢f the Urited States
cr the chief ¢f steit ¢1 the Presidert of the Lrited Stetec or
the counsel to the Frecdent or secuvity acdviser tc the I'resident
requests infornaticrs ¢r nateriale ovr equipment frem the CIA that
this recucst 1¢ fren the bFrecident? '

HEEDS:  Vel?. this dis implicit in it, sir. Ard Presidents
Fave tended in recertl rears {o operate freouch these prircipal
cseisternte booeuse they can't be ¢n tte telejhere 211 the time
themselves, ¢rc one cele vsecd to this course of cealirg.

SEn/10k W/LH/ECE: And iF you weould have tivicht othervise,
it weuldn't beve Loer conplied with.

HELES:  Trast's richt,
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[Laughter]

SENATOR BAKER: Obviously the result would not bear
that out, but you see what I'm searching for, whether or not he
was in fact proficient, notwithstanding that his performance was
not proficient.

HELMS: That was not his function in the agency, as
I ever recall it, to do this kind of thing.

SENATOR BAKER: When did Mr. McCord leave the employ
of the CIA?

HELMS: In 1970. 1I've forgotten in what month he retired,
perfectly legitimately.

GENATOR BAKER: It was a normal, ordinary retirement
from the CIA.

HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR BAKER: At his request?

HELMS: As far as I know.

SENATOR BAKER: What about Mr. Hunt? I believe your ‘
testimony is that he worked for the agency for fiftecn years, approxi-
mately. Did you know him?

HELMS: ...I just don't exactly remember how many years.

SENATOR BAKER: Anyway, for a significant length of
time.

HELMS: I did know him. Yes, sir.
SENATOR BAKER: How well did you know him?

HELMS: I knew him relatively well because he and I,
over many years, worked in the same general section of the agency.

SENATOR BAKER: What was his responsibility at the agency?
HELMS: Well, as I replied to Senator Gurney, he had

a variety of assignments, and I would plead with you to simply
ask the agency to give you the employment record because I don't

recall it. I do recall that he had an assiqgnment in connection
with the operations leading up to the Bay of Pigs. 1 do recall
that.

SEMATOR BAKER: Can you describe for us what sort of
activity he had in the Bay of Pigs operation?

HELMS: T think he had to do with certain aspeccts of
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the propaganda in connection with it, the propaganda against the
Cuban government, the Castro goverrment.

SENATOR BAKER: This wast a CIA operation.
HELMS: Yes. i

SENATOR BAKER: And thisl would have been in the early
‘60s, I believe. I

HELMS: Yes., sir. {

CENMATOR RAKIR: MYas My, Hunt familiar with electronic
surveillance and surreptitious entry?

HELMS: I honestly don'tl know.

SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Huntl, I believe, was on the payroll
in some capacity with the CIA. Was! he an employee or a contractor?

HELMS: He was an employiec.
SENATOR BAKER: And I beflieve you indicated the...
HELMS: Staif employce ik what we call them.

SENATOR BAKER: And thatl continued through shertly after
June 17th, 1972. !

HELMS: No. He retired Bnd went to work in Washington
Tor somebody else, and he retired sbhmetime in 1970.

SENATOR BAKER: Now, Mr.tHunt was not 62 or 65. Did
he retire on disability? |

HELKHS:  No, sir. He retfired because he was anxious
{o make more money than he can makel in the qovernment. He had
had seme financial problems due *o khe fact that a daughter had
been in a bad accident and had dev«ﬂoped some illnesses, 1 beleive
physical as well as psychiatric, but fe had run up a 1ot of doctors'
bills, and he had a suic in connecilion with this accident, and
I belicve he was Tooking for an oppbrtunity to make more money
than he could with the government.

SERATOR DAKEI:  Was Mr. Liddy ever employed by the CIA?
HELES:  Ho, <ir. |

SEHATOR BAKER:  Or have Any connection with it?
HELFS:  Hell. that havind anv connection with, J've

found, is very dangevous. § have 1& welch mysclf about this.
I vas never cware 0f anv connectiontthal he had with the aqency.
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) SENATOR BAKER: Did anyone ever inquire of you whether
Liddy had any relationship to the CIA?

HELMS: Well, I've been asked this at various times,
and I've given the same answer that I have to you.

SENATOR BAKER: Yes. 1I'm not really trying to establish
S0 much that he did or did not have a relationship, as I am trying
to establish whether or not an inquiry was made, particularly by
the White House staff or someone connected with the investigation
of the Watergate subsequent to June 17th.

HELMS: I was never aware of any inquiry,.

SENATOR BAKER: A1 right. What about Mrs. Hunt?

HELMS: Somewhere in the dimness of my recollection --
could ‘we consult the actual employment records. It seems to me
that Mrs. Hunt was at one time employed by the agency, before she
married him or something. I'm not sure about that.

SENATOR BAKER: There's been published speculation to
the effect that Mrs. Hunt was very closely involved with the CIA
and possibly the superior of her husband, Mr. Hunt. Could you
give me any insight into that?

HELMS: Well, that's not true.,

SENATOR BAKER: Okay.

HELMS: Wasn't sheo employed in some embassy here in
Washington in recent years, before she died?

SENATOR BAKER: I don't really think that may be mutually
exclusive, Mr. Helms.

HELMS: Well, it is. 1 want to make that clear. It
is.

SENATOR BAKER: Perfectly clear.

HELMS: Perfectly clear.

[Laughter]

SENATOR BAKLR: Byt you have some dim recollection thit
Mrs. Hunt may at one time have been cmployed by the CIA, but you
commend to us the check of tho CIA records.

HELMS: T would appreciate it if you would do that.

SENATOR BAKER: Mp. Chairman, 1 ask that that be done

by staff. What about Ir, Barker? I believed you testified that
he had some relationship to the CIA?
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HELMS: But that was a contractual relationship, and
I believe was in the early '60s, during the time when there was
a great deal of activity in Florida over Cuban operations. I believe
he was terminated in the middle '60s, and I don't believe there
was any relationship-with him after that time.

SENATOR BAKER: Did you know HMr. Barker?

HELMS: No.

SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Sturgis?

HELMS: No. I don't know him either.

SENATOR GAKER: Was he employed at one time by the CIA?

HELMS: In your files, Senator DBaker, there's the testimony,
which is classified, that I gave on February 7th before the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee, in which I discussed all these gentlemen,
and I was much better up to speed about their relationships at
that time than I am now, and if you would mind consulting that

record, I would accept it.

SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Chairman, in that respect, I would
propose something, that the testimony of this witness and others
besore the Committee on Foreion Relations, taken on May 17th, 1973,
March 6th, 1973, and toae Committee on Appropriations on May 16th,
1973, and there's one olther one. Which one is that? On February
7th, 1973 -~ be incorporated in the files and records of the committee,
with leave of the committee to decide what portions of taat transcript
wmay be excerpted for inclusion in the record, as appropriate.

SENATOR ERVIN: If there's no objection, that will be
done.

SENATOR BAEIR: Mr. Martinez worked for the CIA, and
1 believe he's the one who was taken off the payroll shortly after
June 17th, 1972. Did you know Hr. [Martinez?

HELNMS:  No. sir.

SEHATOR BAKLR: Is he the only one who was taken off
the payroll after dJune 17th?

NELMS:  Theve were none others on it.
STUATOR DBAVLER:  Well, 1 guess the answer is yes.

HELHS: Yoo .

SCUATOR BALCR:  Thank you. And MHr. Martinez was recelving
a hundred dallars a woath,
HELHS:  Thit's my recollection, but that's in the February
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7th testimony.

SENATOR BAKER: Well, I won't burden the record further
with inquiry in that' respect.

SENATOR BAKER: According to my understanding of the
summary of the staff interviews with you, Mr. Helms, these things
appear. And I'11 go through them, if you don't mind, and stop
as you may request, or you may comment on them after I finish.

On July 7th, 1971, General Cushman received a call from
Ehrlichman advising that Hunt, a former CIA employee, had been
added to the security office at the White House. This information
was passed on by Cushman to you on July 8th.

HELMS: Senator Baker, the only -- I interrupt only
to say that I had never heard that he had been added to the security
office at the White House. I just heard that he'd been employed
by the White House. I don't know whether they have a security
office.

SENATOR BAKER: Yes, but in any event, someone thought
to notify the agency that a former employee of the CIA had been
added to the White House staff.

HELMS: Yes.

SENATOR BAKER: So it was clear that someone at the
White House knew that this man was a former CIA agent.

HELMS: Yes. I can only assume that.

SENATOR BAKER: And on July 22nd, according to our informa-
tion -~ and this I understand to be based on a summary of your
interview with the staff -- on July 22nd, Hunt visited General
Cushman and requested the agency, the CIA, to furnish him with
identification documents, an alias, and physical disguises. Are
you aware of that?

HELMS: Yes, I am because I've seen a document recording
that meeting.

SENATOR BAKER: And they were supplied.
HELMS: Yes, ves,

SENATOR DAKER: Was there any protest to the supplying
of this material to Mr. Hunt?

HELMS:  Well, as I testified ecarlier, when I was infoimed
i this, somewhat later, some of the items you mentioned, I don's
recall having been told that he'd been given, and it was the tape
recorder and the cawmera that I recall having been told about, anc
that's what sticks in my memory . '
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SENATOR BAKLR: Have you later learned, on good authority,
particularly from agency authority, that Hunt requested and received
bogus identification documents, an alias and a physical disquise?

HELMS: VYes. That was a voice-changer, wasnt't it?
And a wig.

SENATOR BAKER: I was coming to that. Then on several
occasions, Hunt met with CIA people and received further alias
documentation, specifically the name of Edward Joseph Warren, disguise
material, which I believe may have included a wig, a speech-alteration
device, which some of use would devoutly wish for, a recorder in
a typewriter case, and a camera in a tobacco pouch.

HELMS: I have learned that that was what he was given.

SENATOR BAKER: And all those things were requested
of Hunt of the CIA, and CIA supplied them, and this postdate of
the time when you were notified this former CIA agent was going
to work for the White louse.

HELMS: Yes.

SENATOR BAKER: Was Mr. Liddy present, did you know
or have you since learned, on more than one of these meetings,
and receive similar disquises and alias documentation, especially
in the name of Geovrge r. Leonard, at Mr. Hunt's request?

HELMS: Senator Baker, 1've never met Mr. Liddy. 1
don't know HWr. Liddy.

SENATOR BAKER: Did you receive this information?

HELMS: T was given this information in May of this
year.

SENATOR BAKER: By CIA people?

HELMS: Yes. Is it not true that at the time that this
material was given to lir. Liddy, it was given to him under an alias?

SENATOR BAKLR: I believe under the name of George F.
l.eonard.

HELMS:  That may be.

SENATOR BAKER: But 1 understand ‘Y name of CGeorge
F. Leconavrd, together with the alias documentation, with supplied
by CILA.

HELHS:  Yes. My enty point was that at the time, he

was not identified, J believe, to the CI4 people, as Mr. Liddy,

was hie?
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SENATOR BAKER: I'm not sure, Mr. Helms.
HELMS: I didn't think he was.

SENATOR BAKER: He may or may not have been, but my
notes indicate here that Mr. Liddy, at the request of Mr. Hunt,
was supplied with an alias, to wit, George f. Leonard, and alias
documentation to verify that identity, by the CIA, and this postdate
of the time when the White House had serves notice on CIA that
a former agent, Mr. Hunt, was coming into vheir employ.

On August 24th, Mr. Hunt deliverad to the CIA film,
which he had taken, for developing, and it was in fact developed
by the CIA. Did you know or have you sinc: learned that?

HELMS: 1I've been told that thal was -- that occurred.

SENATOR BAKER: And the CIA delivered prints from those
negatives to Mr. Hunt and kept file copies of the prints on negatives
in the CIA records.

HELMS: I was -- I don't know &tout these events from
firsthand, so what I may have been informed may not be accurate.
I had thought that when the film was deveioped, the developed film
was returnecd, plus the films themselves, thit the only thing the
agency retained was some sort of a Xerox o7 the photographs. The
negative i1s not still in the possession oi the agency, I believe.

SENATOR BAKER: But prints were.
HELMS: Xeroxes.

SENATOR BAKER: A1l right. Xev-< prints. Some sort
of.

HELMS: I say this, Senator Bak:or, only in the intevest
of precision because photographs that have been Xeroxed are not
as clear as the original prints.,

SENATOR BAKER: I agrce with ycu. They certainly are
not. But one of those photographs, we lez:a from another part
of the record, was a picture, I believe, oi Mr. Liddy standing
in front of the decimated files of Dr. E11."erg's psychiatrist,
which was a rather graphic form of identiiication.

HELMS: I'm unaware of that.

SENATOR BAKER: But you are awcr: that some form of
photographic record, probably a Xerox copy, of the photographs
of the Ellsberqg break-in were retained in the CIA file.

HELKS: Yes.

SERATOR BAKER: And that CIA rrczived the film frowm
Hunt and developed it,.
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HELMS: That's correct. But may I say that at that
time nobody knew what these films represented. I've been told
that since, too.

SENATOR BAKER: Surely it would arouse some modest amount
of curiosity to see that, and I wont' pursue that any further because
that's not the point I'm reachinc for, but on August 26th you were
advised of increasing demands made by Mr. Hunt. He'd already made
several which had been acceded tc, the ones I've just described,
but increasing demands from CIA for technical and other assistance,
including that to be supplied with a personal secretary then located
in Paris. Did you have personal knowledge of that?

HELMS: I did, and it was at that time that I spoke
to General Cushman, as I've already...

SENATOR BAKER: Yes. That was, in effect, the straw
that broke the camel's back.

HELMS: Yes, sir. You put it very well.

SENATOR BAKER: And yos declined to go any further,
and my information based on the staff interview with you, Mr. Ambassador,
indicates that you were apprised »f these facts by Cushman and
that you told Cushman that Hunt kad now gone too far and that Cushman
should tell Ehrlichman that no further assistance would be afforded
to Hunt.

HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR BAKER: Cushma did apprise Ehrlichman on August
27th, and on August 30th Cushman sent a memorandum on which you
wrote the words "good" -- or the vord "good."

HELMS: Yes, sir. Would you please read what General
Cushman wrote to me on which I wrote the word good. I think that
makes... ‘

SENATOR BAKER: Yes, sir. I don't have that in the
summary staff gave me, but I've nys been handed what appears to
be a Xerox copy of a memorandum eititled, at the top, Official
Routing Slip. Item 6 says Howard Hunt, and under remarks, with
the date 27 Mugust, 1971 in the 1:fthand margin, Quote: I called
John LChriichman Friday and explaiiad why we could not meet these
requests. I indicated Hunt was b:zoming a pain in the neck. John
said he would restrain Hunt.

And below that is the initial “"C," I take it.

HELMS: Which was Cushiin's initﬁa].
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SENATOR BAKER: And below that is the word "good," with
the initial...

HELMS: "RH."
SENATOR BAKER: "RH." That's the document.
HELMS: A little hard to read, but that's what it is.

SENATOR BAKER: Yeah, that, too, is a Xeroxed copy.
Mr. Chairman, this does not appear to be in the record. If it
is not, might I ask that it be included now as an exhibit to the
witness' testimony.

SENATOR ERVIN: Let it be marked appropriate[ly] as
an exhibit and admitted to the record as such.

SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Helms, isn't it clear from all of
this that the CIA, at whatever level, and you, to some extent,
were aware of the fact that Mr. Hunt, at least, was deeply involved
in White House activity with CIA supporit, as I and that you blew
the whistle after a great number of things had already occurred?

HELMS: Senator Baker, if we go to July and August of
1971, I certainly was totally unaware of any illegal activity,
any improper activity, or anything that would have raised the question
about the type of thing that MMr. Hunt was involved in. I assure
you there hadn't been any intimation whatever that there was anv
question of a burglary, there was any question of stealing anything,
there was any question of his having committed any illegal or iaproper
act.

SENATOR BAKER: I don't doubt that, Mr. Helms. I take
your testimony the same way I do the testimony of every other witness.
I start with the good faith assumption that you swear the truth.

And I have no reason to doubt that, unless other and contradictory
evidence 1s made to appear. But I don't suggest that I'm trying
to lead you into a contradiction. I'm rather trying to establish
a relationship of which the White House or the CIA would base its
perception of the fear that CIA might have been involved in these
things.

How, let's see how that goes. We've got Hunt; we've
got McCord; we've got Barker; we've got Sturgis; we've got Hartinez;
we've got two sets of forged identity documents; we've got a voice
alterating device: wc've qgot a wig; we've got a camera and tobacco
pouch; we've cot the processing service for that; we've got the
certain knowiedge that all these things were discussed between
White leuse staff anc CiA staff. And 1 wonder if that doesn't
lead us to the idea that when these people are caught that somebody
would certainly say, "Well, what was the CIA involvement?"

HE@HS: Well, Senator Daker, I have the greatest resnect
for you, and if those wvere the thought processes that have gone
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through your mind,- ( have no reason to argue with them. I simply,
a moment ago, was not trying to make a self-serving statement.

I was simply trying to indicate that there has been a tendency,

it seems to me, in recent times to have everything run in real
time as though all of these things were known and had happened

and that, therefore, I should have had the good sense to know this
thing or that thing at a certain period of time. And I simply

was trying to point out that this was not the case.

SENATOR BAKER: Well, I'm accepting that at face value.
And by the same token, I hope, Mr. Ambassador, you don't think
these questions are accusatory, certainly not of you, maybe not
even of CIA, probably not even of CIA. But I'm trying to establish
a set of facts on which perceptions might or might not be based,
particularly whether or not an inquiry should be made after the
arrest and the attendant publicity about whether or not the people
involved were, in fact, CIA involved. I'm not saying they wvere,
I'm trying to establish the validity of an inquiry in that respect.
And T've not made up my mind on that point. I'm going to weigh
that very carefully, as I'm going to weigh all the other evidence,
and it's going to be February 28th before I state a conclusion.
But your identification of these components is very helpful to
me, and I am grateful for it.

Mr. Chairman, I'11 conclude. I'm sure my time is over.
ut I can't conclude without saying that I think Mr. Helms, at
great perscnal sacrifice, has agreed to appear before this committee
and other committees, that his information has been most helpful,
that his testimony has been forthright, I believe, and forthcoming.
It may be that at a future time we'll require further information
from: k. Helms, but I hope not. He has a very important post to
return to. But at this point, Mr. Chairman, I have no further
questions.

HELMS: Thank you, Senator Baker.

SENATOR ERVIN: Is not the Director of the CIA appointed
by the President, subjcct te confirmation by the Senate?

HELMS: Yes, Mr. Chairman.

SENATOR ERVIN: Does the same thing apply to the Deputy
Director?

HELMS: Yes. HMr. Chairman.

SERATOR ERVIN:  Now, inasmuch as thesc waterials were
Turnished to Mr. Hunt in July and fiuqust, 1971 at the request of
My, John Ehvitichman, i¢ it not reasonable to assume that 1.~ Yhite
House knew tnat Mr. Hunt was cnoaged in undercover work: that |-
Fir. Ehrlichwan knew thet lr. Lunt was engaaed in undercover work?

LSy Hell, Mr. Chaivman, I can only assume that if
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Mr. Ehrlichman asked that Mr. Hunt be helped -- I realize that
in this 1ife assumptions are very dangerous -- one would have assumed

that he'd asked for this help for some reason, and he must have
known what the reason was, or, at least, I would've assumed that
he would have known what the reason is. But I can't prove it,
and I don't know, and I didn't know myself at the time.

SENATOR ERVIN: Well, you do know that Mr. Ehrlichman
requested it, that Mr. Ehrlichman was a very important aide 1in
the White House and he requested this aid for Mr. Hunt. And also
you know that the CIA put an end to the -- when the CIA put an
end to giving help to Mr. Hunt that Mr. Ehrlichman was notified
that Mr. Hunt had become a pain in the neck. So didn't it strike
you -- when you learned of these things, didn't it strike you as
strange that the White House would engage in undercover work on
its own iniative, rather than resort to the use of the FBI?

HELMS: You know, Senator Ervin, at that time there .
was no intimation that this was even undercover work. What I understood
Mr. Hunt had told General Cushman was that he wanted to conduct
an interview; and there was no intimation that this was undercover
work.

SENATOR ERVIN: Well, T hear that the wig ~- that --
you didn't think that the wig was to improve the -- the appearince
or the pulchritude of Mr. Hunt, did you?

[Laughter]

HELMS: I assume, in retrospect, because I didn't remember about
the wig at the time, HMr. Chairman, as I have testified, but I have
assumed in retrospect that Mr. Hunt wanted to conduct this interview
disguising himself as someone else.

SENATOR ERVIHN: You...
HELMS: But we didn't know that at the time.

SENATOR ERVIN: Well, when a man undertakes to disquise
himself as someone else he's engaged in undercover work, isn't
he :

HELMS: Well, we get -~ we run into a definitional problem
here.

SENATOR ERVIN:  Well, you didn't think that he got --
applied for this voice alteration device in order to sing a ditfercent
part in a choir, did you?

HELNS:  Mr. Chairman, my problem here is that at the
time that this was qoing on I do not recall having been told thet
he had been given a wig and a voice alteration device. 1 found
that out in May of this yecar. Sc¢ that this business of the --
of -- however onc interprets undercover work or however one defincs
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it, no intimation was given to me at that time that Hunt was involved
in undercover work.,

SENATOR ERVIN: Well, we -- we've had some discussion
here -- rather, some observation and some discussion that a lot --
that most of us human beings are sort of like Tightning bugs:
we carry our jllumination behind and see better in retrospect
that we do in prospect. But in retrospect don't you think it
would be reasonable to infer that Mr. Hunt was engaged in something
that might b2 called detective work, if not undercover work?

HELMS: Yes, in retrospect...

SENATOR ERVIN: Or covert activities.

HELMS: Certainly.

SENATOR ERVIN: Now, the -- the same thing I believe
that you -- that Mr. Liddy was furnished some material under an
alias, not under his own name, during this same period of time.

HELMS: I believe that's true.

SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. How, in -- I believe -- you
stoted that when you -- you learned of the break-in at tne Watergate,
I believe, you were out of the country and read it.

HELIMS: Ho, I -- 1 was here, Senator.

SENATOR ERVIN: You were hevre?

HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR LRYIM: I thought you said something about
reading it in a foreign -- in an American..,

HELMS: HNo., sir.
SEHATOR ERVIWN: ...a foreign language newsSpaper.

HELMS: fo, Mr. Chairman, the question that | was
asked whicn I rcad about was the break-in of Dr. Fielding's office.

SERATOR RVIN: Onh, yes. That's right. [ beg your
pardon. I remember now. And it -- it just shows that even the
chairmen oi this commiitee is not -- doesn't heve a infailible
memory For something he's heard just & few minutes before.

iow., aiter the break-in, when was the first time after
the break-in you had any contacts with anybody Trom the Waite
House?

HELNMS: 1t was at that Jurnce 23rd meeting.
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SENATOR ERVIN: Twenty-third? You and General Walters
were requested by the White House to -- to come to the White House,
were you not?

HELMS: Yes, sir. We were asked to come to Mr. Ehrlichman's
office. :

SENATOR ERVIW: And you had a -- a conversation with
Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman...

HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR ERVIN: ...is that correct? And they expressed
concern about the possibility that if the FBI continued certain
investigations in Mexico that it might interfere with some of
the activities of the CIA? ‘

HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. Did they mention exactly what
activities the FBI had in Mexico?

HELMS: No, sir; they did not.
SENATOR ERVIN: Was anything said about Mexican checks?

HELMS: Mr. Chairman, it is my recollection -- and
I can only say my honest recollection -- that the first time I
heard about any money or checks going to Mexico was later on the
day of the 23rd when General Walters reported to me about his
conversation with acting-Director Gray in the aftern- -- earlier
in the afternoon. I believe it -- that happened about an hour
and a half after we'd been with Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman.
And Mr. Gray had mentioned to General Walters, as I recall it,
that there was something about a check for something over 380,000
that had showed up in Mexico. But this was the first I'd heard
of that money.

SENATOR ERVIN: That -- that was on -- after your --
your visit to the White House but on the same day of your visit
to the White House?

HELMS: That's right. I -- I don't recall Mr. Haldeman
or Mr. Ehrlichman mentioning anything about money.

SENATOR ERVIN: HWell, did they say anything -- did
either one of them say anything, what specific matters gave 'en,
the White House, concern about the possibility that FBI investigetions
might some way collide with a set-up of the CIA? :
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HELMS: No explanation was given, Mr. Chairman. And,
as I testified earlier this morning, it was not possible for me
to know everything that we were doing in Mexico or what the FBI
might be running into, and I simply thought it was prudent to
do some checking before I got assertive about this.

SENATOR ERVIN: HNow, the Director of the CIA -- or
the acting-Director of CIA is also a presidential appointee, isn't
he?

HELMS: The Director and the Deputy Director of Central
Intellicence are hy statute presidential appointees and subject
to the advice and consent of the Senate.

SENATOR ERVIN: And the same thing that recently --
been -- happened with respect to the Director of the FBI, hasn't
it? Or has 1t?

HELMS: I -- I believe it has.
SENATOR ERVIN: Yes.
HELMS: I think that he now is subject to confirmation.

SENATOR ERVIN: Well, anyway, after you had -- you --

aftter you and General Walters had visited the White House and
lhad a conversation witih Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman in which

they expressed concern about the possibility of FBI investigations

in Mexico colliding with the poli~- -- the -- the ac- -- work of

the -- of the agents of the CIA, General Walters did receive a
communication from fr. Gray, the acting-Director of the FBI, concerning
these Mexican checks?

HELMS: I believe that acting-Director Gray spoke
to him in their meetino about this. I don't remember a communication --
I mean. a written comnunication.

SENATOR ERYIiN: Did -- did the Director of the F- --
I mean, did Mr. Gray sey anytning about, ¢xpress any concern as
to whether the FBL operations might impede on the CIA in some
manner in pursuing an investigation about these $89,000 in checks,
lMexican checks?

HELMS:  HMr. Chairman, I bonestly don't remember.
But I believe that Gencral Walters, vho had the conversation,

who I believe will testify heve, michit ¢ able to clarify this
for you, 'cause he was tie one, after ail, that was witn him.
SEHATOR ERVIN: iHow, in addition to - then -- then

vou or General Walters had several meetings or phone ¢11s with
Hr. Gray about this wal ter?

HELMS: My recoilection is that during this period
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I did -- I personally did not see acting-Director Gray; I talked
to him on the telephone. It was only General Walters who visited
with him and talked with him.

SENATOR ERVIN: Did you talk to -- to Mr. Gray about
the Mexican checks?

_ HELMS: I never talked to him about Mexican checks.
I talked to Mr. Gray on the phone about this Mexican lawyer.

SENATOR ERVIN: Ogarrio, or something like that.
HELMS: Yes, that's right.

SENATOR ERVIN: But he -- but you -- Generals Walters
did report to you that in his meetings with Mr. Gray that Mr.
Gray talked about the Mexican checks?

HELMS: Yes, sir. He did.
SENATOR ERVIN: Yes.
HELMS: But...

SENATOR ERVIN: And...

HELMS: ...as I recall this now, it was a sum in excess
of $80,000 on the check, but nobody ever explained to me at that
time what this money was for or how it got there or anything about
its purpose.

SENATOR ERVIN: Then after that time the CIA, acting
either through you or General Walters, undertook to make it perfectly
clear to Mr. Gray that they could -- that the FBI's investigation
into the matters relating to these Mexican checks would not interfere
with the CIA? ‘

HELMS: Well, sir, what we made clear to Mr. Gray
was that if by any chance they ran into any of our operations
they were to abide by our long-time understanding and notify us.

SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. And that ended the matter as
far as CIA and the Mexican checks is concerned, didn't it?

HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR LRVIN: Then a short time after that the --
Mr. Dean contacted the CIA on two successive days.

HELHMS: Three successive days.

SEHATOR ERVI: Three successive days. And the CIA
assumed that he was representing the White lHouse, didn't it?
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HELMS: Well, you see, Mr. Chairman, when he -- Mr.
Dean called General Walters, General Walters was not acquainted
with Mr. Dean. And since, I think, that somehow in the conversation
General Walters intimated that why should he come down and talk
to Mr. Dean, Mr. Dean said, "“You get ahold of Mr. Ehrlichman,
and he will attest to the fact that I'm authorized to talk to
you." And General Walters told me he had reached Mr. Ehrlichman
and that Mr. Ehrlichman had so stated.

SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. And then in these conversations,
just in the interest of how I might Tump ‘em together, the first
wpproach that Mr. Dean wade was that he requested that the CIA
pay the defense costs and the support of these five men that had
then been -- that had been caught in the Watergate?

HELMS: Mr. Chairman, may I with great deference correct
your statement?

SENATOR ERVIN: Yes, sir.

HELMS: These were feelers to find out if there was
some way the CIA might do -- according to General Walters' reports
to me, he was never requested to do anything.

SENATOR ERVIHl: Yes. Well, Mr. Dean made inquiries
of -- of General Walters as to whether or not there was any way
in which the CIA could hear these costs?

HELMS: I think that's probably a cood description.

SENATOR ERVIN: And then on a succeeding day, why,
he made -- after he was advised by General HWalters that the CIA --
that would be beyond tne autherity of the CIA end that he knew
that you wouldn't countenance, then Mr. Dean returned and asked
if they could arrange --.if the CIA could arrange bail for the
persons arrested in the Watergate?

HELNMS: I have distinct recollections -- and why this
stuck so fivrmly in my mind I'm not entirely sure -- it was on
the second day [(words uninteiligible due to technical difficulty]
...ithree sessions, fonday, iuesdey, and Wednesday, and it was
at the Tuesday session that these matters came up. '

SENATOR ERVIN: flow, you stated that you did the best
you couid, and you did succeed in stopping any further advances
o the CIA in this resiect. And I presume that in so doing you
were acting under tne statute and pursuant to the statute which
seys that the CIA is - has no law enfeorcement powers of a domestic
nature and nas no funciion in regard to internal security.

HELMS:  But not onty that, Mr. Chairman, but a trust
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is put in the Director of Central Intelligence about the money

that's given to him by Congress and there are certain understandings
with the appropriations committees of Congress about what this

money shall be spent for and how it shall be handled. And I was

very clear in my mind about those. And there was nothing about

this request that we could have accommodated within those guidelines.

SENATOR ERVIN: And that was made very clear to Mr.
Dean?

HELMS: I believe it was.

SENATOR ERVIN: Now, there's been some examination
indicating that perhaps you and General Walters had some discrepancy,
there was some discrepancy of a slight nature in the testimony
you gave before, 1 believe, Senator Symington's...

HELMS: That's right.
SENATOR ERVIN: ...committee?

HELMS: And the -- this -- this understanding was
all hanging out there in the committee. I mean, this is just
the problem of human recollection. And I realize that through
these hearings, I was told by some gentlemen this morning, that
people seem to have a good forgetory when they get to this chair.

SENATOR ERVIN: Yes.

HELMS: I don't pretend to be any better or any worse
than anyone else. And my memory is fallible from time to time.
But I'm doing my very best at all of these hearings to tell you
what I remembered at the time. But -- and as far as the small
disagreements between General Walters and I were concerned, when
we'd talked it over and analyzed the conversation and reconstructed
it, I have to admit I'd forgotten.

SENATOR ERVIM: This -- this is not -- the question
I'm asking isn't any indi- -- intimation of any criticism at all...

HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR ERVIW: ...because I just illustrated myself
this morning that my memory is quite fallible. And also that
some other good men's memories are not -- and I'11 [word urintelli-
gible] myself out of the good men -- but there's memories of other
people have been fallible. And the Gospels of Hatthew, Mark,
Luke, and John tell us that when Pontius Pilate, the Roman governor,
ordered the crucifixion of Christ, that he wrote out a title and

had it placed on -- put on the cross. And pecople who have an

opportunity to read something -- or where the thing is reduced
to writing, I think it's more apt to be accurate than just what
we hear. And it's rather significant that these -- the writers
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of these four Gospels disagreed exactly what this title that was

put on the cross said. The 37th verse of the 27th chapter of
Matthew says that the title -- the thing -- the -- the writing

which was put on the cross read as follows: "This is Jesus, the

King of the Jews." The 26th verse of the 15th chapter of St.

Mark has a different version. It says: "“The" -- "The King of

the Jews." The 38th verse of the 23rd chapter of St. Luke has

still a different version of what was on this title; and it says

the title was "This is the King of the Jews." And then the Gosp- --
the 19th verse of the 19th chapter of St. John has a fourth version
of the same words, or the same title, rather: "“Jesus of Nazareth,
the King of the Jews." And so I say that if those four good men
could have different versions of the same words, it's quite understandable
why you and I and other human beings have sort of fallible memories
about things sometimes.

And the other thing I've noticed about the human mind,
and that is this: that sometimes when something occurs at first
we have a recollection that certain things were said and our memory
does not tell us that certain other things were said, but when
we hear the testimony of other people or sometimes look at a document,
that our memories become refreshed and the things that were hidden
somewhere in an unconscious part of our mind becomes fresh to
our memories again.

And so I just want to say these tnings because I don't
attribute too much importance to the fact that human beings don't
recall all conversations and all -- even all written words exactly
alike.

And I'd just like to say this, Mr. Helms. From the
observation of the work you did as Director of the CIA ard from
the contacts I had with you, I think you did a -- a magnificent
Job in that capacity.

HELMS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

SENATOR ERVIN: Any other senator have a question?

SENATOR IHCUYE: HMr. Chairman.

SENATOR ERVIN: Senator...

SEHATOR WEICKER: My, Chairman.

SENATOR ERVIH: Yes. Sen- -- I'11 recognize Senator
Inouye first, then I'11 recegnize Scnator Yeicker.

SENATOR TiHOUYE: Thank vou vevy nuch, llr. Chairman.
iir. Ambessador, in a response to the Chairman's question, you
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used a word which intrigues me: "feeler." I presume feelers coming
from the White House. When did you realize that the White House
was feeling you out about the possibility of using your agency

as a cover-up for the Watergate bunrglars?

HELMS: When I used, Senator Inouye, the word "feelers”
I was describing what I understood was the way Mr. Dean put --
conducted a conversation with General Walters, which had to do
with whether there was a possibility that the agency could provide
covert funds to provide bail for the men who had broken into the
Watergate, and also whether or not when they were convicted and
sent to jail the agency would pay their salaries while they were
in jail.

Now, according to General Walters' report to me, this
was not a request of him by Mr. Dean; it was sort of postulating
what could be done under the circumstances. And this is why I
thought maybe a descriptive word [word unintelligible] would be
“feeler."

SENATOR IHOUYE: Now, don't you consider that the
suggestions being made of the possibility constituted a very serious
departure from the statutorily prescribed functions of your agency?

HELMS: It would have been if we had in any way become
involved in this.

SENATOR IMOUYE: That being the case, did you feel
that you should have advised the two senior members of the House
and the Senate, the chairmen of the appropriations committee of
the House and Senate?

HELMS: Well, Senator Inouye, I didn't. And I don't
recall having thought that that was an obligation I had at the
time. I felt that my job was to keep the agency clear of all
this, and as long as I succeeded in keeping it clear of it that
was my job and my business, and further that these conversations
were held in such a fashion that there was -- if I understood
General Walters' report to me accurately, that to make the assertion
that we'd been asked to do this would have been denied, that this
was a possibility that was being discussed. But I don't want
to lean heavily on that, please; I want to Tean heavily on the
fact that I was trying to kecep the agency clean and that I didn't -~
as long as I kept it clean I felt I was doing my Job.

SENATOR INOUYE: PRut whatever was being suggested
in your mind was improper?

HELMS:  The improper thing would have been if we'd
done it.

SEHATOR IHOUYE: Did you advise Hr. Schlesinger, ycur
successor, of these fTeelers? ‘
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HELMS: I don't recall our discussing this, no. As
a matter of fact, I had -- the conversations I had with Hr. Schlesinger
when he came into the agency had to do almost entirely with operational
matters and liaison relationsnips and things of that kind. I
didn't get into these matters, as I recall it.

SENATOR INOUYE: Thank you very much, Mr. Ambassador.
SENATOR ERVIN: Thank you. Senator Weicker.

SENATOR WEICKER: Mr. Helms, I'd like to -- Ambassador
Helms, I'd 1ike to, if I can, go back to the meeting of the 23rd,
and I'm now using the transcript of the hearing, specifically
that portion of the transcript which relates to Mr. Haldeman's
recollections of that meeting.

HELMS: You mean you're now quoting from Mr. Haldeman.

SENATOR WEICKER: That's right. That's right. I
think this is a good opportunity to try and not so much settle
the question as to whether or not Watergate was discussed, because,
to be candid, there was no question that -- that it was insofar
as Mr Haldeman is concerned...

HELMS: Yes.

SENATOR WEICKER: ...and -- but, rather, what was

said, I think that's -- that's what's important here; I think
cverybody concedes the fact that Watergate was discussed at this
meeting, regardless, as -- as I say, of the slip of your recollection

at those hearings. Hobody disputes that, either in your later
recollection or in Mr. Haldeman's testimony before the committee.

Haldeman said: "So witnout commenting on either the

accuracy of Mr. Walters' recollection nor your recitation of it" -~
and he's talking to My. Dash -- because he's given a number of
different statements ard depcsitionrs in this thing that make i1t
rather complex -- "but the meeting -- one of the purposes of the
mecting as assigned to me by the President on the morning of the
23rd, one he told me tv have, to have me and Ehrlicaman wmeet with
Director Helms and Deputy Dircctor Walters, in addition to ascertaining
vhether there was any CIA involvenrnent” -- and I put that as point
number one -- "whether there was any CIA concern about earlier
cctivities of people who had been arrvested at the Watergate” --

{ put that as point number two -- “and" -~ threc¢ -- "was to tell
the CIA divectors thet the VBl had expressed cencern that -- as

io whetihier there was CiA invelvement cv any impingcement.”

liow, he elaborates that. He c¢laborates on this in --
in the following statenent. “Fr. Helms told me at the meeting
ihat chere was -- had o CIA involvemeni in the Watergate opevation
and he had so informed Uirector Gray. 5o 1 leerned that at tnhat

meeting. [ didn't know it prior to the peetinc.”
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Now -- and here is what I'd Tike to -- to question
you on as to what your recollection is -- we get into what he
considered to be the main point. Mr. Haldeman: "Because -- and
there seems to be a very difficult point to get across -- but

because there were other items of concern. The matter, the question
raised, was not solely the question of whether the CIA had been
involved in the Watergate break-in, but also whether the investigation
of the Watergate break-in, which was to be thorough and total,

could possibly impinge upon the activities totally unrelated to
Watergate and related to national security or to covert CIA operations,
the activities of some of the individuals who had also been involved

in the Watergate and had been arrested at the Watergate."

Let me just read that last -- last portion. "But
also whether the investigation of the Watergate break-in, which
was to be thorough and total, could possibly impinge upon the
activities totally unrelated to Watergate and related to national
security or to covert CIA operations.”

Now, is that the -- is -- is -- 4s -- I -- js that
the instruction that you recall? 1Is that the subject matter that
you recall being related from Mr. Haldeman to General Walters?

Or is it of a differeat nature? And if so...

HELMS: Well, I recall that he asked if there was
any CIA involvement.

SENATOR WEICKER: Right.
HELMS: And I answered negatively.
SENATOR WEICKER: Correct.

HELMS: I recall, as I said earlier this morning,

that Mr. Haldeman made sume reference to the Bay of Pigs. 1 have
referred to it as an incoherent reference, because it was -- frankly,
in my recollection, I don't know exactly what he -- point he had

in mind., But I reacted to that question very firmly. HNow, "the
Bay of Pigs" is the rubric for a very unnappy event in the 1ife
of the CIA; it's been a dead cat that's been thrown at us over
the years ever since. And therefore it's one to which I am likely
to react and react rather quickly, for the simple reason that

the Bay of Pigs was long since over, the problems arising from

it had been Tiquidated, I was well aware of this, and 1 didn't
care what any investigation had to do with the Bay of Pigs; it
could have gotten into anybody involved with it or without it

v above it or below it, I didn't care. And I was trying to make
this clear to Mr. Haldeman on that occacion. The fact thet some
of these people that broke into the Hatergate had at one tine
been ~- had relationships with the agency, including ilartinez

who had had them up until just a few days before, didn't make

any difference to me. I mean, thore was notning that anybody

was going to find out about investigating them that was going
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to bother us as far as [ was aware.

We then get down to the question of what an FBI investigation
in Mexico might turn up. And, as I explained earlier, I did not
have in my head all of our operations in Mexico, but, what was
more important, I didn't know why -- where the FBI was investigating
in Mexico: I didn't know who they were following, I didn't know
what they were up to. So I regarded it as prudent to inform myself
a bit about these things before I came down flatly and said let
the FBI go ahead and investigate in Mexico, they'11l never run
across our operations, because this might not have been the case.

Do I answer your question, sir?

SENATOR WEICKER: A1l right. So that's -- that's --
what -- what then did tr. Haldeman, to the best of your recollection,
tell General Walters?

HELMS: The thrust of what I understood HMr. lHaldeman
to sey to General Walters was that he wanted him to speak to acting-
Director Gray to restrain whatever investigation the FBI was conducting
in Mexico because it might run into certain CIA operations down
ithere. And I've just explained to you why it was that I could
net say on the spur of the moment it couldn't possibly happen.

SENATOR WEICKER: So...

HELMS: Hr. -- Senator Yeicker, I'd also like to mention
here, if you don't mind, something I said a moment eartier, that
often the Whnite House gets information about things that other
people in the government are not privy to. The President and
other pecple in the White House have a great many sources of information.
And 1 didn't know what they had on their mind about CIA operations
in Mexicc at that point -- or might have had on theiv mind.

SEHATOR WEICKER: low, immediately upon leaving this
meeting with General Walters, did you have any discussion with
General Ualters...

HELMS:  Yes.

SENATOR WLICKER: ...relative to the discussion which
had taken place with itr. Haldeman and kr. Ehrlichman?

WELMS: Ac I testified carijer, I told Geneval Walters
that 1 thought when he say Hr. Gray thet he should point out to
iMr. Gray that there's a delimination aogreement between the FRT
and the CIA wherein i1 FBI dinvestigations run into CIA that we'rc

to -- they're to be roeported to tine (In, and if CIA opevations
yun into FBI matters iney'vre to be reported to the FBI. And 1
though o that this wos ali the wirole distance he'd hove to
go in his conversaiion with Mr. Gray. 1t was a legitinate request
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that was made, because I didn't know whether Mr. Gray was familiar
with this; he hadn't been acting-Director for very long. I wasn't
even sure General Walters was familiar with it, because he'd only
been in the agency about six weeks 'or so. So I wanted to be sure
that these two relatively new people were not talking about what

I thought were -- were talking about what I felt were important
and legitimate things.

SENATOR WEICKER: Would it be proper to say that you
were comfortable with General Walters going to Pat Gray with what
you indicated to him outside of the meeting, and that you were
uneasy if he had gone to General [sic] Gray with what had been
transmitted by Mr. Haldeman?

HELMS: I accept that.

SENATOR WEICKER: Then one last question. When I
asked you in the first round of questioning as to whether or not
you thought you were being talked around during that meeting of
the 23rd, and -- and -- and as you've testified I've gathered
the pride that you have in the independence of the CIA, the belief
that you have in the -- in the trust that is imposed upon the
Director by the Congress, and I gather you -- you -- you certainly
don't hesitate to express those feelings to this committee and
I gather you don't hesitate to express them -- or -- or you didn't
hesitate to express them to anybody else while you were Director
of the CIA. Now, do you feel that this might have been one of
the reasons why you were talked around at this meeting of the
23rd?

HELMS: Well, certainly that occurred to me. I had
mixed emotions about this. Any sensible person, I think, would
have wondered why I was not asked to do this. Various interpre-
tations, I suppose, could have been thought up. But the fact of the
way it was handled is in.itself an unusual event. And General
Walters, I think (he could speak for himself about this), thought
that maybe they were asking him to do it because he was an Army
officer and used to taking orders. Well, I've been in the govern-
ment a Tong time taking orders, too. So that I think one was
forced to the conclusion that for some reason they thought he
might carry out the instructions more precisely and more fully
than I wmight have. I just don't know. I've never been told.

SENATOR WLICKER: Thank you very much.

SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Chairmen, I won't take long.
I have three ouestions; and they won't consume very much time.

As I understood your testimony, iir. Ambassador, Hunt

was s4pplied with certain equipment -- 1 don't recall what you
satd he was supplied with -- but that it was not used in the Elisherg
vurglary.
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HELMS: Well, Senator Baker, this is the -- the point
I was trying to make, that you read out to me a moment ago the
equipment he was given, and I submit to you, as a highly intelligent
human being, could you break into a building without equipment?

SENATOR BAKER: I don't know. But what I'm reaching
for is, if it wasn't used for that, what was it used for?

HELMS: I don't know to this day.

SENATOR BAKER: Can you give us any idea whether --
were there other operations that required this -- this rather
elaborate and exotic spy set?

HELMS: You know, the spy set was ~- if you put it
together, I think it's consistent with what the chairman was saying,
that this would be the kind of thing you would want if you were
going to conduct an individual -~ an interview with an individual
whom you didn't want to recognize you for who you were, in other
words, under an assumed name for whatever purpose.

SENATOR BAKER: Do you have any idea what that might
be?

HELMS: No.

SENATOR BAKER: We've heard testimony, I believe,
from other witnesses that it's the practice of the CIA in the
event that one of their agents gets into trouble that the agency
takes care of their family and that sort of thing. Is that in
fact the policy of the CIA?

HELMS: Weil, for example, it is ncw public knowledge
that Mr. Downey and Miss Defecto [?] were working for the CIA
when they were captured, arrested, convicted, and put in jail
in China. And during the period that they were in jail their
salarics were paid jusi as though they'd been on our roll, so
that when they came out they had a quite tidy piece of money to
take care of them for whatever period of time they wanted to use
it for; and we supported the families of one of them during that
period.

SENATOPR BAKER: Is the ansuver yes?
HELMS:  Yes.

SENATOR BAXKER: Do I understand the thrast of your
testimony to be that the thinas I listed earlier abou® the wigs
and about the camera and about the voice-altering device about
the psychological profile possibly, and a number of othev ."ings,
were all dane by the Cia but that you fecarned of all or most or
them much, much Tater?

HELMS: HNo, I was involved in the psychological profile.
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I don't want to duck that one.
SENATOR BAKER: A1l right.
HELMS: I authorized its being made.

SENATOR BAKER: Okay. What about the others? But
do I understand that you learned of these things much later?

HELMS: Somewhat later. Because, you see -- if you
find my answer equivocal, let me explain it. My recollection
was that I heard about the tape recorder and the camera within
the time frame of July-August, 1971. 1It's the wig and the other
things that I did not remember having been told about at that
time, which I learned about considerably later.

SENATOR BAKER: And to this day you don't know what
those things were used for?

HELMS: No, sir. You know, Senator Baker, I want
to expiain something to the committee. I've been away in these
recent months, so I've not had access to the newspapers here of
the full testimony before this committee. This may have been
explained many times in Congress, and I may have missed it. So
that I'm not -- I just don't know.

SENATOR BAKER: Why didn't you, when you found out
about these things, launch an inquiry into it?

HELMS: Well, quite frankly, as of the time that this
was all going on, do you realize that at the time of the Watergate
burglary there was no evidence that has ever come to my attention
that this equipment had been used for any illegal or improper
act?

SEHATOR BAKER: Yes, but you knew it was outstandinec.
At the moment you found out this stuff had been issued or this
support supplied by CIA did you do anything to investigate what
it was used for?

HELMS: Ho, sir.

SENATOR BAKER: Why didn't you?

HELMS: Frankly, it didn't occur to me.

SENATOR BAKER: You knew a day after this happened
that two or threc -- four of your former FBI -- CIA agents, and
one of 'em still on the payroll, was invelved. Did you launch
yourself an investigation to see what was going on?

HELMS:  About the Watergate burglars, sir?

SENATOR BAKLR: Yes.,
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HELMS: Certainly.
SENATOR BAKER: What'd you do?

HELMS: Well, we checked on all these people, their
relationships with our people, their relationships to the agency;
we went through all of that and turned all that material over
to the FBI.

SENATOR BAKER: Did you go talk to these people?

Did you pick up the phone and say, "What in the world's going
on?"

HELMS: No, sir. We never talked to any of ‘'em, as
far as 1'm aware. After all, they were in jail at that time.

SENATOR BAKER: Well, that's right; they were. I --
I won't pursue this, Hr. Chairman. It -- it strikes me, though,
that there were -- there was -- there were great indications --
and meyhbe hindsight is the only way we can look at this -- that
there were -- there were great indications of & deep cross-identifi-
cation with at least CIA personnel, CIA materiel, a past history
of relationships with ¢IA, that you didn't know about it except
for the psychological protiie. And 1 can't help saying but the
similarity between tha% contention -~ and I do not doubt it --
by you as bDirector of CIA is remarkably similar to the contention
of the President that he didn't know all about all these other
things.

HELMS: MWell, now let's halt a minute. When we looked
into thase various refationships of these individuals with the
agency, we turned over to the FBI everything that we were able
to establish about this. WNow, therefore I assume that what you're
saying 1s that somehow I should have gotten to these fellows who
were in jail and asked them -- each one of them what he'd been
up to. HWell, it didn't seem to me that that was my function,
sir. Taey were in the hands of the Taw enforcement authorities.
The FBI was conducting an investigation; they were the proper
authority to do this. And, quite frankly, 1 -- if, I think, I
had intruded into this matter at that time, it would have been
an improper act on my parw.

SEHATOR BAKER: That's almost precisely what Mr. Ehrlich-
man and Mr. Haldewan have told me.

HELHMS: That may be, sir.

SEHNATOR BAXER: But you had people in the CIA that

vou leter lecarned had supplied thoese wigs and voice-altering devices
and cameras and processing equipment end aliases and forged documents.
Uid vou qgo to the peopic inside the Cifoend find out how conme
they did it and for what purposc?  You scy it was not Tor tne
F1tlsberg thing., I am consuned by curiosity. Uhat else was going
on? What wes it used fov?
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HELMS: Senator Baker, all of this is 1in your records.
A1l of these memoranda, all of the inquiry of these various indivi-
duals in the CIA, you have it there. The fact is that...

SEHNATOR BAKER: Stacks of paper. HNo part of that
record tells me what those things were used for, if we exclude
the Ellsberg situation.

HELMS: I don't know what they were used for.

SENATOR BAKER: Well, what I'm say is, why don't you
know? Why didn't you find out?

HELMS: Because I thought, frankly, that when these
individuals had been arrested that that was the FBI's job.

SENATOR BAKER: And so did the White House. Thank
you.

HELMS: Wasn't it the FBI's job?

SENATOR BAKER: Well, maybe it was. But I've used
the analogy once or twice, and I feel a little i1l at ease using
it, if I had someone on my staff who was caught red-handed robbing
a jewelry story, let alone the Democratic National Committee headquarters,
and I read about it in the newspaper then or later, I have a hunch
that I would have jumped up and down and screamed until I found
out what happened.

HELMS: I have no reason to question that you might ve,
sir.

SENATOR BAKER: But I have no reason to question thet
you might've, too. And that's why I'm asking why you didn't,
because I have a great admiration for you, Mr. Helms. I think
you are an extraordinary citizen. I think you've done extraordinary
service for your country.

HELMS: You know, I'd like to be worthy of your comments,
Senator Baker; and I trust that I am. But at the time that these
men were arrested, it did not seem to me that it was the proper
thing for me to get into that affair as to why they had been arrested
or their past.

SENATOR BAKER: It just didn't secem like a big event
at the time?

HELHMS: HNeo, it was a -- it was a big event, but it
did not seem to me that it was a proper job for me to undertake
to investigate how they'd gotten there or why they'd been arrestad.

SENATOR BAKLR: A1l right. Lest I be misunderstood,
Mr. Helms, I -- Mr. Ambassador, I now continue to have -- and
nothing I've asked you by way of testing the situation by your
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evidence should imply anything to the contrary -- I continue to
have an enormous respect and admiration for you for what you've
done and what you will do. And I appreciate your testimony.
Thank you.

HELMS: Thank you.

SENATOR ERVIN: One -- one question. Couldn't you
have -- couldn't you have reached -- or did you draw the conclusion
that if you had undertaken to investigate the burglarizing of
the Watergate that that would have been inconsistent with the
nrchibition of the act under which you operate that you haven't --
the CIA has no function in respect to internal security?
HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR BAKER: Well, Mr. Chairman, I'm not talking
about that. I'm -- I'm talking about jnvestigating his own staff
within his own organization. And that certainly doesn't violate
any domestic security prohibition.

SENATOR ERVIH: MNo. But -- but didn't you testify
that you did investigate inside of the CIA...

HELMS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR ERVIH: ...and turned over the information
to the FBI?

HELMS: And -- yes, sir, and also you have it in the
records of this committee.

SENATOR ERVIN: Any further questions?

SENATOR WEICKER: [Hords unintelligible] because an
analogy has been drawn and I think it is proper to pursue 1t.
On June 17, 1972, was fr. Hunt a member of the CIA, a part of
the CIA?

HELMS: HNo, he was not, Senator.

SEHATOR WLICKER: Was ir. Liddy a part of the CIA?

HELMS: HNo, Senator HWeicker.

SENATOR WLICKER: Was tr. barker a part of the CIA?

HELMS: Ho, Senator.

SENATOR WelCKER: Was Mr. McCord & part of the CIA?

HELIS: Woo, sir.

SENATOR WEICKER: Was HMr. =-- now -- Martinez a part
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of the CIA?

HELMS: Mr. Martinez was getting a retainer of $100
a month on a fiduciary relationship; he was not a staff employee
of the CIA. )

SENATOR WEICKER: Which -- which operation was down
in Florida insofar as screening those persons coming over from
Cuba and ascertaining as to whether or not they should be -- would
be -- have an intelligence value?

HELMS: Yes, sir.
SENATOR WEICKER: Mr. Sturgis -- was he a member of

the CIA?

HELMS: HNo, sir, not at that time.

SENATOR WEICKER: And Mr. Gonzalez, was he a member
of the CIA?

HELMS: No, sir.

SENATOR WEICKER: Mr. Baldwin -- was he a member of
the CIA?

HELMS: HNo, sir.

SENATOR WEICKER: Mr. Barker -- was he a member of
the CIA?

HELMS: Ho, sir.

SENATOR WEICKER: So apparently the only member of
the CIA in all of these matters on June 17, 1972, was Hr. Martinez,
who was on a $100 retainer down in Florida relevant to the screaning
of Cuban exiles?

HELMS: That's correct, Senator Weicker.

SENATOR WEICKER: And did you -- did you turn over
the records of these men to the FBI?

HELMS: Yes, sir.
SEHATOR WEICKER: When?

HELMS: As soon as -- well, I don't know the precise
date...

SEMATOR WEICKER: Right.

HELMS: ...but the FBI started inquiring of the agency
about the backgrounds of these men as soon as thesc men had been
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arrested and we started providing the information from that day.
SENATOR WEICKER: I have no further questions.

THOMPSON: I can't -~ if -«- if -- if I understand
the analogy, and I'm not sure that I do, but perhaps your idea
is in that because these were former CIA employees and not present
CIA employees, that that some way would relieve you of the responsibility
you might otherwise have. Is that a fair...

HELMS: Yes, I think so. I think, Mr. Thompson, that
I should wake it clear, because I was asked at another hearing
one time, when an individual resigns or retires from the CIA that's
the end of his identification with the agency as far as we're
concerned. Certainly under American laws one has no way of keeping
a string on people like this.

THOMPSON: Uh-huh.

HELMS: So when they walk out the door and they turn
in their badge, then their employment with the agency is finished --
unless some sort of a contractual or fiduciary relationship is
established with them. This was not the case with these others
except for Hartinez.

THOMPSON: Well, 7 -- I can see that. And as long
as we're talking about analogies, I'm not reaching any conclusion
but just really thinking aloud, by the same token there were no
present White House emnloyees involved in the break-in, either.
They were also former zmployees. So if we have an analogy, I
imagine that analogy still holds up.

Thank you.
SENATOR ERVIH: WYWe -- we'll be back at two o'clock.

de'll recess till two o'clock. [Senator Ervin's next remarks
are lost in the general hubbub. Then he raps fthe gavel.]

* * *
) SENATOR ERVIN: The committee will come to order.
{Words unintelligible due to technical difficulty] ...will resume
Lhe intervrogation of the witness.

BORSEN:  Thank you, Hr. Chairman. Ambassador Helms,
vho was the normal contact from the White House to the CIA?

HELMS:  Dr. Kissincer.

DORSEH:  UWas there much contact between Mr. Eirlichman
or Mr. Haldeman and itnec CIA?
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HELMS: There was some -- of course, not nearly as
much. There was more with Mr. Ehrlichman than there was with
Mr. Haldeman.

DORSEN: Can you give some -- give us some idea of
the number of contacts between Mr. Ehrlichman and the CIA during
the time you were Director?

HELMS: That would be difficult, Mr. Counsel, because
I don't know any way to come up with the statistic. I suppose
that I've had a dozen or so contacts with him myself over a period
of three or four years.

DORSEN: And were many of these requests for information
or requests that the CIA do something?

HELMS: Well, there were a variety of things. There
were meetings that I attended that Mr. Ehrlichman called. I recall
one particular activity. HWhen the White House was redoing the
method of classification of documents and devising some new procedures
for declassifying documents, there were some meetings in order
to rewrite these regulations, and I remember attending at least
one -- it may have been two.

DORSEN: Now, in connection with the request in July
of 1971 for the CIA to furnish support for Mr. Hunt, it is your
understanding, is it not, that Mr. Ehrlichman contacted General
Cushman? Is that correct?

HELMS: That was my distinct impression.

DORSEN: And in June of 1972, when yYou were at the
meeting in Mr. Enrlichman's office, am I correct that it was Mr. --
it was General Walters who was asked to go to Patrick Gray by
Mr. Ehrlichman?

HELMS: He was asked by Mr. Haldeman.

DORSEN: [xcuse me. By Mr. Haldeman.

HELMS: Yes.

DORSEN: Did you make any connection, then or subsecuently,
concerning the fact that the two deputies who were asked to partici-
pate in the fashion described were both military men?

HELMS: HWell, I didn't whether it had to do with the
fact they were military men or they were particular appointees
of this administration or just exactly whether they were old friends
and therefore it seencd to be easier to deal with them. I realiy
don't know wiiich of these considerations loomed the largest.

DORSEN:  HMNow, were you aware prior to the Hay 2¢,
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1972, announcement by the President of the organization known
as "the plumbers" or the fact there was such an organization in
the White House?

HELMS: You mean the May 22, 1973?
DORSEN: Excuse me. '73.
HELMS: I'd never heard of a "plumbers™ unit.

DORSEN: Were you familiar with an investigative unit
in the White House?

HELMS: I didn't know there was any unit at the White
House that was actively carrying out, if you like, burglaries
or activist activities of this kind.

DORSEN: HNow, with respect to the material supplied
to Howard Hunt, you referred to the wig as a fairly famous item.
Was the wig that was supplied to Mr. Hunt by the CIA the sanme
wig allegediy worn by Hunt, the red wig, when he saw Dita Beard?

HELMS: I have been told in recent times that the
wig provided by the agency was a brunette wig, it was dark hair
anyway, and that some of the agency technicians rather resented
the fact that the red wig had been tied in with the CIA because
it was such a lousy fit.

[Laughter]

DORSEN: Hr. Helms -- Ambassador Helms, are you familiar
with the memorandum for which there was a covering routing slip
from General Cushman to you with the date August 23, 1971, on
it?

HELMS: Yes.

DORSEN: Can we show the...

HELNS: Excuse me. If indeed -- this is indeed the
memorandum that you showed me.

DORSEN: That's corvect.

Bid we show this?

And I'd just like to have you identify it, please.
HELMS: Yes, I am familiar with the memovrandum.

DORSEN:  Could -- excuse me. Could you -- I'd Tike
the awbassador to hold this for another minute.

And is thet memorandum, the memorandum in chief, if
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I -- if I may use that expression, deal with the request of Mr.
Hunt for the secretary to which you referred earlier?

HELMS: Yes.

DORSEN: And there's a portion of the routing slip --
is that a portion of that in your handwriting?

HELMS: Yes, there is.

DORSEN: And could you read the routing slip to us,
please, including the portion which I understand is in General
Cushman's handwriting and the portion that is in your handwriting?

HELMS: The part that is in General Cushman's handwriting
appears first. It says: "FYI and guidance on how to handle."
And then General Cushman's initial appears. My note back to him
says: "If Hunt renews the request, please let me know and I'l11
speak to Ehrlichman about it" -- or, rather, “I'1l speak to Ehrlichman
at once." These Xeroxes are not famously good.

DORSEN: Mr. Chairman, with the committec's permission,
I would like to have that received in evidence.

SENATOR ERVIN: Without objection, it will be marked
appropriately as an exhibit received in evidence as such.

DORSEN: Ambassador Helms, this morning you were shown --

or it was read to you -- the memorandum dated August 31, 1977.
And I'd 1ike to show you a copy of that at this point. And to
refresh your recollection, this is the one that deals -- well,

which states: "I called John Ehrlichman Friday and explained why

we could not meet these requests. I indicated Hunt was becoming

a pain in the neck. John said he would restrain Hunt." It's
signed by General Cushman. And you wrote "Good." Is that correct?

HELMS: Yes, sir.

DORSEN: I direct your attention to the Tast typewritten
page of that memorandum and I read to you number three: "I tolc
Mr." -- and the name is blanked out at request of the CIA -- "that
Mr. Hunt's latest request drew us even further into the sensitive
area of domestic operations against Americans and that all such
requests should be referred to General Cushman's office. Heanwhile
these requests shouid not be met.” /nd there's a signature, the
initials are ZZCI, which represents a position in the CIA. Whet
does that paragraph mean?

HELMS: [ don't know what this‘gentleman had referonce

to. It is signed by the exccutive assistant to the Depuly Director.
And what he was referring to there I have no idea. I heard of
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no specific Americans being involved at that time.

DORSEN: "Do you have any knowledge of domestic operations
against Americans? )

HELMS: No, sir. I don't know what he had in mind.

DORSEN: In your conversations with -- excuse me.
Mr. Chairman, this I believe has been received in evidence and
copies were supplied this morning to both...

SENATOR ERVIN: [Remark unintelligible].

DORSEN: And each senator had a -- received a copy
this morning.

Do you know what General Cushman was told concerning
Mr. Hunt's operations?

HELMS: I don't specifically, Mr. Counsel. A1l I
recall is what I said this morning, that when Hunt came to him
and asked for this assistance he said it was for a one-time interview.

DORSEN: And do you know whether the camera that was
given to Mr. Hunt was returncd to the CIA prior to September 3,
1871, which has been given as the date of the burqglary?

HELMS: I don't know. I have heard it said that the
camera was not returned, but that's really hecarsay; I'm not sure
that that was accurate information. But it was somehow my impression
that he did not return this equipment.

DORSEN: Well, according to the records of the CIA,
I believe, the camera was returned but the recorder was not.

HELIS: Was 1t? But you have this in the records,
don't you?

DORSEH: That is correct.

HELMS: And 1 think it should be in the records of
the committee, because I don't think this should -- should depend
oh my memory. It's a relevant fact, and I would Tlike to identify
myself with what the record shows.

DORSEN:  Very daood, HMr. Ambassador. llow, earlicr
vyou were asked by Senator Telmadge whether you were asked by the
Uhite liouse concerning ilr. Hunt in terwms of supplying a refarence.,
and you indicated that vou were not so consulted. What reference
would you have given iT asked?
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HELMS: Well, that's a terribly difficult question
to ask me in July -- or August of 1973 after all the evidence
that's been brought forward. I think that what would have been
in my mind at the time was to wonder why they wanted him and what
his talents were that they wanted to avail themselves of. And
I %hink my answer would have been largely dependent on what they
told me.

DORSEN: Am I correct that in the last years of Mr.
Hunt's service with the CIA he was given a somewhat different
assignment than he had before?

HELMS: Yes, I believe that in his recent years there
he was stationed in Washington, for one thing, and -- but precisely
what his duties were at the time I don't know, but they were not
particularly operational. But, as I explained this morning, he
was having some family difficulties and so forth and he was trying
to work these out as well as do his job and so on, so that I can
only assume that we were taking these human factors into considera-
tion and had assigned him at a place where he could accommodate
himself, :

DORSEN: Did a question arise at a later time as to
whether in fact Mr. Ehrlichman had communicated to the CIA with
respect to Mr. Hunt?

HELMS: Yes, and not terribly long ago. It scems
to me that it was at the end of last year that -- and I would
like to say, Mr. Chairman, that I believe that there is in your
record a paper which will give the precise dates and details about
these things -- but my recollection is that sometime 1in Hovember,
I guess it was, Hovember or December of 1972, Mr. William Calby
and Mr. John Warner of the acency visited Mr. Henry Petersen at
the Justice Department, and I believe FMr. Petersen had Mr. Earl
Silbert with him and perhaps two or three other people, I'm not
sure who all the individuals were, and during this meeting they
were going over some material having to do with Howard Hunt and

the question came up about who had got -- who had arranged for
Howard Hunt to get assistance from the agency. And lr. Colbhy
identified the -- the individual in the White House as Mr. Ehrlichman.

As best I recall it, some days go by and one day I
got a call from ifr. Dean, who said that he had understood that
it had been stated to Nr. Petersen that ilr. Ehrlichman was the
man who had sponsored Hr. Hunt and that ilr. Ehrlichman didn't
remember this and couid there be some confusion. iy recoellecticn
of the conversation was that | said I -- General CuShman was the
one who had dealt with this matter and that I thought they coulc
get the information fram him. lr. Dean then said he thought there
ought to be a meeting to discuss this. And I said, “Fine. GOut
be sure that you have General Cushwan at tne meeting."

Then, subsequent to that telephone call, a meeting
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was called, in Mr. Ehrlichman's office, about this matter. 1

went to this meeting with Mr. Colby, since Mr. Colby had had the
conversation with Mr. Petersen. And we found at Mr. Ehrlichman's
office Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Dean, and there was the two of us,
but General Cushman was not there. Mr. Colby was asked to explain
what he had to say, and he did so. Mr. Ehrlichman, as I recall

it, said that he didn't remember these conversations or this conver-
sation with General Cushman. The meeting then ended up in a rather
unsatisfactory manner, because the only person that could have

been helpful in this was General Cushman. And at the very end,

Mr. Ehrlichman said, "Well, why don't you have General Cushman

~al] me?" He asked Mr. Colby to do this. And I verified that

Mr. Colby was to call General Cushman and let him know.

Mow, also -- if memory serves -- when I got that first
telephone call from Mr. Dean, I believe 1 instructed Mr. Colby
to tell General Cushman that this meeting might be coming up,
so that he would be prepared for it.

DORSEN: Was there any reason given why Mr. -- why
General Cushman was not at the meeting?

HELMS: There was no reason given that I recall.

DORSEN: And General Cushman would be the person most
Familiar with the question on hand, namely, who called?

HELMS: He was really the only one that could verify
it.

DORSEN: MNow, during the recess we did look at one --
more records and discovered that the first transmission from the
CIA to the FBI occurred on June 20, 1973. Would that be consistent
with your recollection?

HELMS: 1972, sir, if it was...
DORSEN: *72. I'm sorry.

HELMS: The break-in was in '72. This would have
been.

DORSEN: Excuse me.

HELMS: It does. And it corresponds to my recollection,
as mentiocned in this mornirg's testimony when I said that as soon
as the FBI started asking us questicns about these people ve began
replying.  So that weuld track very well.

DORSEN: Mith respect to General Ualters memoranda,
on the subject of how {hey represent your recoliection as well
as General Halters' recollection, could you please state to us
again whet contact you had in terms of readinge them or speaking
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to General Walters before he wrote them?

HELMS: MWell, when General Walters and I decided that
‘there should be memoranda for the record of these various meetings
and conversations, if I recall it, he wrote several on the same
day. In other words, he was catching up. He wrote the meeting
of the 23rd. And I think he wrote his meeting with -- of Dean
with the -- on the 26th and on the 27th. And there way be another
memorandum. It certainly is all in your record there. But, in
any event, he was writing them all to catch up. And then I began --
believe after that he hegen to write memoranda for the record
as soon as he'd had a meeting, so this wasn't necessary any longer.

I don't recall how carefully I read these various
memoranda, because he'd reported to me the contents of these meeting
orally each time and I didn't feel at that juncture, as I recall
it, constrained to read through every line to be sure that this
was exactly what he told me; in other words, I was not distrustful
of his record.

DORSEN: But you did peruse them to the extent of
making sure that they were generally accurate. Is that correct?

HELMS: I think so, yes.

DORSEN: And before General Walters wrote each memorandum
he had already articulated to you almost immediately after the
meeting the circumstances of what occurred at each meeting. Is
that correct?

HELMS: Yes, sir.

DORSEN: How, there was some question this morning
as to whether or not the President's name was invoked during the
June 23, 1972, meeting. And I believe it's your best recollection
that it was not. Is that correct?

HELMS: VYes, that's correct. General Walters, as
I recall the language of the memorandum, said something about
wjt is the President's wish." I did not recall that language
having been used.

DORSEN: When for the first time did you take note
of your difference with the General Walters memorandum?

HELMS: I believe we discussed that even at the tine
as to just exactly how this had been put.

DORSEN: So that was one instance in -- where you
saw fit to...

HELMS: I'm afraid there is a disagreement even now
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between us as to just how this was worded.

DORSEN: - But in -- in other words, you did discuss
possible disagreements in the subject matter of the memoranda
even at that point in time?

HELMS: I think he felt at the time that since this
was just a memorandum to Jjog his memory and so forth that there
was no reason to put down that we had a difference or to re-edit
the language or razdictate the memorandum.

I't's very interesting, Mr. Counsel, that a lot of
memoranda if one had known then what one knows now would have
been compiled more cavefully, the Tanguage would have been more
Judicious, there would have been a lot of things happen that shouldn't
happen.

DORSEN: Well, we'll thank you for the memoranda that
we do have, Mr. Ambassador.

Now, one question that I think is -- is quite important.
I believe you testified that you were asked whether there was --
during the same June 23rd meeting as to whether there was any
involvement by the Cl4 in the Watergate. Is that correct? Were
you so asked at... '

HELMS: Yes. I believe 1 was, Mr. Counsel.,
DORSEN: And you replied, "No."
HELMS: Yeos.

DORSEH: How, before Mr. Haldeman turned to General
Walters and told him %o go and speak to Patrick Gray, was any
question directed at vou or General Walters as to whether further
investigation by the CIA [sic] might uncover assets or operations
of the CIA...

HELMS:  You mean further investigation of the FBI.

DORSEN: ixcuse me. FBI. Might uncover assets or
operations of the CIA in Mexico?

HELNS: T don't recall that this point was ever put
to either of us in the form of a question. It was my recollection --
or it is wy recollection that Ganeral Walters was askecd to go
and speak to Mr. Gray about this hucause there was the possibility
that it might run intc CIA operations. I was not asked whether
it would orv it wouldn't.

DORSEN:  Did you comment one way or the other at that
meceting as to whetlier vou -- whether you thought it might uncover
such operations? Was there anv discussion of that subject?
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HELMS: I'm sorry, Mr. Counsel, I don't recall any.

DORSEN: At any time did the CIA announce that it
was conducting an investigation into the Watergate?

HELMS: Announce that it was conducting...
DORSEN: Yes.

HELMS: No. You mean a public announcement?
DORSEN: Yes.

HELMS: No.

DORSEM: Was there any decision made within the CIA
that there would be an investigation of the Watergate? Or is
the opposite true? I'm talking about any CIA discussions as to
whether there would be an independent investigation by the CIA.

HELMS: I'm not trying to be picky. We're -- we're
talking about Watergate, now we're talking about the burglary,
right?

DORSEN: I'm talking about the burglary, yes.

HELMS: There was no public announcement. We simply
did as I indicated this morning; and that is check with the various
people that had had to do with the burglary, check on their records,
check with others that had had dcalings with them, to be sure
what their status was, and all the rest of it.

DORSEN: And am I correct that there were a number
of -- quite numerous amount of communications between the CIA
and the FBI and the Justice Department?

HELMS: HMany.

DORSEN: And to your knowledge was any relevant informa-
tion withheld from the CIA -- by the CIA to the FBI or the Justice
Department, information that you were aware of while the events
were taking place in June, July, or August of 19727

HELMS: Sir, I don't believe so. Uoes the record
that there was anything of this kind going on?

DORSEN: No, I'm not suggesting that at all, Hr. Ambas-
sador. I'm just asking to your knowledge. I -- I have no knowiedge
to the contrary.

HELMS: Well, I -- I don't either. So -~ but I just
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wanted to be sure that my recollection tracked with the facts.

DORSEN: , Senator Baker -- Mr. Vice Chairman, I have
no further questions.

SENATOR BAKER: Thank you, Mr. Counsel. Mr. Thompson.

THOMPSON: Mr. Ambassador, did General Walters indicate
to -- indicate to you between the time of June the 23rd and June
the 28th that he was in any way concerned about the propriety
of the request or order that Mr. Haldeman had given him?

HELMS: I don't know whether we -- he ever mentioned
the propriety of it. I think that -- in fact, I am sure that
we discussed why the request was being made. MWe'd been asked
to do it: what was behind it? We didn't have the information
to put together at that time. And I'm sure as associates would
we were, you know, expressing wondevrment to each other as to what
was -- what this was all about.

THOMPSON: Do you know why, for example, he waited
until June the 28th -- 28th to prepare this memorandum which we've
been referring to, where he sets all these things out?

HELHS: Well, Mr. Thompson...

THOMPSON: Why wait -- why he waited five days in
order to do that?

HELMS:  HWell, Mr. Thompson, I don't know. And -- but
e will certainly be able to testify to that. But as I...

THOMPSOH: You didn't discuss this?

HELMS: DBut, as I indicated this morning, I don't
remember anymore which ohe of us was the one that decided, or
vhether we just agreed in the conversetion together. After the
request from bean to the agency to provide bail or salaries for
the breakers-in, or in-breakers or whatever they are, that at
that time 11 secwed desirable to put some of this on the record
because thic was getting a bit far afield and into a rather strange
arca, we thought, and that these various meetings, then, ought
{o be caught up. And ! think that's the rzasor thot on “he same
day he did the several ot the some tine.

THONPSON:  And between the time of your conversatior
an the 23rd and the time he prepared this memorandum, ULean had
contacted him threc tines, had he not? 0On the 26th, 27th, 2&th.

HELNMS:  HMorday., Tuesday, Uednesday, anyway.
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THOMPSON: I believe that's right.
HELMS: Yes.

THOMPSON: So would yod -- would you say by that time,
then, that he had become -- he had become concerned about the
matter and was covering his tracks, so to speak?

HELMS: Well, you see, Mr. Thompson, I'd -- I wish
you'd help me with a point here. It is ny recollection, contrary
to what those memoranda show, that it was on Tuesday, the second
meeting with Mr. Dean, that Mr. Dean made -- mentioned bail and
salaries, whereas General Walters' memorandum indicates that that
comes on the Monday, and because iy recollection is that it came
on the Tuesday, that it was after that that I -- we agreed that
he should write these memoranda, and therefore he wrote the first
of them on the very next day. 1 don't know whether his memory
now that he's thought it over...

THOMPSON: You believe there is -- you believe there
may be some difference between...

HELMS: Yes.

THOMPSON: ...the memorandum and the interview. My
understanding was, frankly, that on the 26th that Dean had askec
him if there was any way that the FB -- the CIA could possibly
be involved and whether or not the CIA could -- could have been
involved without Walters' knowledge; and then the following day.
on the 27th, mentioning the witnesses involved and as to whether
or not salary could be paid them and bail money could be raised
and on the 28th just this more general discussion as to whether
or not Hr. -- General Walters had any -- any idea that -- as to
how the matter could be alleviated.

HELIS: His inemory may straighten that out now. 1
don't know. But the reason that I cling to my recollection in
this particular case is that the question ¢f bail and salaries
hit me rather hard; that made an impression on me. And it was
that which I believe motivated us to say, "You better start getiing
this in the record.” And I think that happcned on the Tuesday,
which I believe was the 27th, and therefore he would have been
writing these memorandum thereafter.

THOMPSON: How, I know it's difficult to conclude
what annther man was thinkking, but I assume you were talking to
him fiom time to time. Hight we conclude then that it was not

so much the 23rd wmeeting in and of jtself, but the subsequent
contact with Dean thet inspired him to put the matter 1n writing?

HELIMS: Yes, I think that's right. It's a combination
of this.

THOMPSON: Thank you, siv. I have no further questions.
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SENATOR BAKER: Are there other questions of the witness?
If there are no other questions, Mr. Helms, on behalf of the committee,
may I thank you for your appearance, and, to reiterate, we have
some appreciation of the inconvenience that it may have caused
you. He are grateful for your testifmony, and wish you good luck.

HELMS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I thank the committee
for its consideration.

SENATOR BAKER: Thank you, sir.
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